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having one,) it was some time in Decem- 
her last, in my private room at the United States 
Hotel, in the presence of my family. I invited 
the gentleman to my room, for the purpose, as I 
think the gentleman will bear me witness, mainly 
ofintroducing him to an old soldier friend who for- 
merly lived in Virginia, and who had come on here 
for the purpose of obtaining a pension, and I was 
desirous of enlisting the members of the House 
in his favor. The conversation to which the gen- 
jeman alludes came up incidentally. I entered 
into it with him with a view of ascertaining if this 
Kansas question could not be settled without any 
serious division in the Democratic party. In that 
conversation much was said. I remember remark- 
ing to the gentleman from Virginia that he ought 
to recollect that in Illinois we were differently sit- 
uated from himself, that we had a different con- 
stituency; that the Democracy of Illinois had, 
before the meotng of Congress, with scarcely an 
exception, taken their position in opposition to the 
Lecompton constitution, and that neither Doveas 
nor any other man could be returned from that 
State to the United States Senate, if he favored an 
instrument of that character. I recollect stating 
to him that southern gentlemen ought to have 
some charity and feeling for our position. I rec- 
ollect stating further, that I had had no conver- 
sation with Judge Dovetas, (and he will say so 
himself,) in reference to his views upon this ques- 
tion, after the Lecompton convention had reakond 
to submit the constitution to the people, until after 
myarrival in Washington, and that I did notknow 
whet his private views were. I had, however, 
taken my position at home, and had expressed my 
views freely and unreservedly, and they were in 
—— to the Lecompton constitution. 
recollect, further, (and I apprehend that out 
of this has grown this whole trouble,) having a 
conversation with the gentleman from Khatoky 
(Mr. Burnerr] upon this subject. However he 
may have understood me, I have a distinct rec- 
ollection in regard to it, and of stating that, after 
our arrival here, and after ascertaining that Judge 
Dovetas would take a position antagonistic to the 
Lecompton constitution, the question occurred as 
to the time when he should make his speech. The 
conference upon that subject, however, took place 
between Judge Doveras, Colonel Richardson, 
and myself, without any knowledge of it on the 
part of the other members of the Illinois delega- 
tion. It was a mere casual meeting at Brown’s 
Hotel, where Colonel Richardson was stopping. 
I remarked to Judge Dovetas, in that conference, 
that if he had made up his mind to oppose the Le- 
compton constitution, in my judgment he should 
avail himself of the earliest opportunity to deliver 
his views in regard to it; for if he should wait 
until after the election on the 21st of December, 
when the vote was to be taken upon the adoption 
of the constitution, his motives would be im- 
pugned, and his enemies thereby gain an advant- 
‘geof him. This, as he freely expressed him- 
self, corresponded with his own opinion. So far 
as | have now any knowledge, this is the only 


recollect 


conference which ever took place between the Sen- | 


ator from Illinois, Colonel Richardson, and my- 
self upon the subject; and in that, allow me to re- | 
eat, none of the other members of the delegation 
from Illinois partici 
anything about it. hy I should go to the gen- 
Ueman from Virginia, and state to Ties that our 
course was dictated solely by a view to the return 
of Judge Doveras to the Senate of the United | 
States, I cannot imagine. 
_ lamataloss to know why the gentleman should 
imagine that I, the Senator’s warm personal and 
political friend, should assail and impute false 
motives to him and the delegation from my State; 
particularly since no such conference ever did take 
Place. My colleagues have stated here to-day 
that they know nothing about it, and never heard 
of it; and therefore I repeat, I am ata loss to know 
tiny I should eee such a course, and it will be 
‘ficult to make an impartial man believe I did. 
he story is notaprobable one. If the gentleman 
Virginia, [Mr. Smrrn,] or any other person 
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ted; nor did they know | 





| gates have not met since? I “7 
the gentleman, and doubtless did say to him, || 


| matter any further. 
| that was said on that occasion. 
' to retail here private conversation, as the gentle- 
| man has. 
| some remarks which it is not necessary to repeat 
now. 
| not have stated—as the gentleman supposes | 
| did—that a conference of this kind ha 


| to hear what his recollection of the matter is 
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so understood me, it must have been an entire mis- 
apprehension on his part. 

he gentleman from Virginia has said to-day 
that much more occurred in that conversation. 
He has represented me as saying that the dele- 
gates to the Cincinnati convention had recom- 
mended certain appointments to Mr. Buchanan, 
which he had disregarded. Now itisa very easy 
matter, Mr. Speaker, to misapprehend such a con- 
versation. I may have said, inthe course of that 
conversation, that the congressional delegates had 
made such recommendations; but how could the 


held long before the election, and when the dele- | 
have said to 


(though [have no recollection of it,) that the IIli- | 
nois delegation in Congress had made certain rec- 
ommendations to the President, and that the per- 
sons recommended had not been appointed. rh 
then, he substitutes for the recommendations of 
the delegation to Congress, the recommendations | 
of the delegates to the Cincinnati convention. 
I do not seek, Mr. Speaker, to carry this | 
I do not want to detail all 
Ido not desire | 


I recollect that the gentleman made 
I can only say, in conclusion, that I could 


taken 
place. 


is seat; and if he were here he would state the | 
same thing. ; 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should like to | 


make a very few remarks on this subject, unless | 


| the gentleman from Illinois should allow the 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Burnerr] to 
speak. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 


I have no objection | 


Mr. BURNETT. The position in which I am 


laced in this matter is somewhat embarrassing. | 
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| him and the gentleman from Kentucky, and it is 
| unjust to su _ the facts. 

r. LA ENCE. [appeal to my colleague 
| to withdraw his objection, as a matter of justice. 
| Mr. ADRAIN. The gentleman from Illinois 
| is perfectly willing that the conversation should 
| be repeated. 

| The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 

| Mr. BURNETT. I ask the unanimous con- 
| sent of the House to permit me to make a few re- 
_marks. My reason for making that request is, 


mer ) | |, that I am now placed in a position where I ought 
| delegates to the Cincinnati convention have made | 


| such recommendations, when that convention was 


to speak. 
Mr. STANTON. I withdraw any objection, 
_ if the like privilege is to be extended to other per- 
| Sons. 
Several Mempers. Certainly, certainly. 
The SPEAKER. Does the Chair cubeuena 


|, that the House gives its consent to any personal 


explanation connected with the matter that any 
gentleman may desire to make? 

Mr. LEITER. [object to any such thing. I 
have no objection to the gentleman from Kentucky 
ut I object to any other. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to understand from 
the gentleman from Kentucky whether he con- 
siders his honor involved in this matter? If he 
does, I will not object. If he does not, I will ob- 

ect. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
furthest from the Chair [Mr. Lerrer] objects. 

Mr. LEITER. I wish it understood that Ido 


\| not object to the gentleman from Kentucky pro- 
All of my colleagues have spoken on that || 


peel except Major Harris, who is not now in 
h 


ceeding, but that I will object hereafter to any 


| person else engaging inthis personal explanation. 


Mr. TOMPKINS. 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. LEITER. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is renewed on 
the left of the Chair. 

Mr. WARREN. 
is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. It is not withdrawn. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Smirn] referred to me as hav- 


I object to the gentleman 


I understand the objection 


f the gentleman from Illinois prefers that I should | ing had a conversation with the gentleman from 


not speak, I will not. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. 
tion of order—— 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I object to this thing 
going on. Ido notsee what it has to do with the | 
deliberations of the Elouse. Here is a question 
of veracity between the gentleman from Virginia 
and the gentleman from Illinois, and we are not 
to sit here and take evidence. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Penn- 


| 
| 
I rise to a ques- | 


| 


sylvania will see at once that it would be a great | 


| injustice to smother or suppress any fact which 
the gentleman from Kentucky may know. I hope | 


gentlemen will withdraw their objections; and if 


| there are any facts to be brought out, let them 


come out as they may. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I understood 


that general consent was given that this matter 


| 


might be brought out, and that any person inter- | 
ested might be permitted to speak thereon; and I 


make the point that it is now too late to object to 


any explanation being made. For myself, l want | 


to hear it all, and I want to make some remarks 
myself in regard to the matter. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- | 


stand that every gentleman in the House might 


Illinois, [Mr. sengene.} The gentleman from Il- 
linois also referred to the same conversation, and 
stated his understanding of a portion of that con- 
versation. I will say this in advance, in order that 
my Own position may not be misunderstood. The 
gentleman from Virginia, some time ago, ina con- 
versation between us, when we were discussing 
the action of the Democratic party upon the Kan- 
sas question, or of those of the Democratic party 
who differed with us, and the reasons for their 
course, said to me substantially what he has stated 
here. I remarked to him then that I had had a 
conversation with Mr. Morais, in which he had 
repeated substantially the same language to me. 
Subsequently, the gentleman from Virginia came 
to me and told me that he intended to make the 
statement publicly, and asked my consent to use 
my name in connection with it, which I declined 
to give. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mor- 
ris} approached me this morning, and said that 
he eleaneel that I had stated that I had had sub- 
stantially the same conversation with him which 
the gentleman from Virginia repeated yesterday. 
I then said to him what I stated to the House this 
morning, that | would not make any statement 
in regard to the conversation between us, unless 


have permission to participate in this personal | he authorized or called for it. 


explanation. 
r. BURNETT. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House—— 
Mr. STANTON. I desire to say that whena 
gentleman is called upon to withdraw his objec- 


tion to the repetition of a private conversation, it | street. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


That was what occurred between us this morn- 
‘ing. Now, sir,as to the facts. The time, I can- 
not fix. Some time early in the session, I in com- 
pany with another gentleman, who isa member of 
this House, met the gentleman from Illinois on the 
I introduced him to the gentleman, and 


is very difficult to refuse to do so; and I object to | some conversation passed between us ofa light and 


the gentleman going on. 
r. HOUSTON. [ask the gentleman from Ohio 


{Mr. Sranron] if it is just for him now to sup- 


trivial character, I do not now recollect what. He 
then asked me to call at his room, saying that he 
desired to talk with me. I was then on my way, 


ress the statement to which the gentleman from || I think, to the War Department. I did call at his 
llinois referred? He has been allowed to make | room on my.-return, and a long conversation took 


a statement in regard to a conversation between ||*place between us. 


I cannot pretend to give the 
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whole of that conversation, nor will I undertake 
to give the language ust d, because every gentle- 
man, whether he be a lawyer or not, knows how 
impossible itis to give the details of such conver- 
sations, or the precise language used by any in- 
dividual. I do not desire to do the gentleman from 
[}inois any injustice. The conversation was com- 
menced by him. I did not know what his pur- 
pose was. Hecommenced by speaking of the po- 
sition which had been taken by the distinguished 
Senator from Mlinois, and by his colleagues in 
this House, upon the Kansas question. I under- 
stood him distinctly to say, that upon a confer- 
ence of the friends of Judge Dovcias—the friends 
from Illinois—it had been agreed that he should 
take the course which he has pursued in reference 
to the Kansas question, as the only means by 
which he could sustain himself at home; that un- 
less he did take that course, he would not only 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


inevitably suffer defeat at home himself, but his | 


friends would fall with him. 


During this conversation, which, as I have said, 


was one of some length, and which was held with 


: 
me as a friend of Judge Dovetas, something was | 
said about some arrangement by which the Dem- | 


oeratic party could act together, and stand a unit 


upon this question. We talked a good deal upon | 


that subject. During the conversation there was 


a statement made, that one reason why Judge | 


Doveras felt himself aggrieved, and why he had 
pursued this course, was, that there had been an 
attempt upon the part of the present Administra- 
tion to destroy him, to crush him, to break him 
down; that his friends had been neglected in ap- 
pointments, and the claims of Illinois overlooked; 


and that Judge Doveras did not intend to be || 


crushed by the Administration. 


This, sir, is the substance of the conversation | 
which occurred. I do not pretend to give the lan- | 


guage; but | have given substantially the facts 
which were involved in that conversation. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I wish to re- 
mark that I have nothing to do with the question 


of recollection, or the question of veracity, which- | 


ever it may be, between my colleague and the 

entleman from Virginia, or the gentleman from 
Ronliguey. I was never more surprised in my 
life than when the gentleman from Virginia yes- 
terday made the charge, I knew not upon what 
authority. It was the first time I had ever heard 
such an intimation, in any manner, shape, or 
form. 
state that the charge that any such conference had 
been held by the Illinois delegation was untrue. 
I repeat here to-day, upon authority, that no such 


was 1 conference or not, is a question of fact with 
whieh [ have nothing todo. The only question 
of fact with which I have to do is that in refer- 
ence to the conversation that I had with the gentle- 
man from Ilinois,{Mr. Morris.] Upon that fact 
I have now nothing further to say. 
however, one or two other matters incidental to it 
to which I desire very briefly to refer. It is said 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Morrts,] 
that this conversation occurred in his room, in 
the presence of his family. That is true, sir; but 
I went with a view toconsult with him, as he has 
stated, and this public subject came up in conver- 
sation after that private matter was disposed of. 
It was not in any degree, directly or indirectly, 
with an understanding of confidence. On the con- 


trary, the gentleman and myself agree in opinion | 


that when public men converse on public sub- 
jects, without an understanding of confidence, 
they can, each and all, speak at their will and 
pleasure. 
from Illinois, and it is rather singular that he 
should introduce the question here for the purpose 
of affecting my personal position. I wish it un- 
derstood, having no political secrets of my own, 
that, when I speak of political questions or am 
spoken to about them, I regard them as a part of 
_ the political interests of the country, and shall so 


understanding. The honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky |Mr. Bornert] has stated, what no 


him for liberty to use his name, and he declined 
| to agree to it. There were two gentlemen pres- 
| ent at the conversation, one of whom did decline, 
and, no doubt, the gentleman from Kentucky 
meant to be so understood. I venture to say that 
I did not so understand him, because if I had I 


|| would not have referred to him. But itis a mat- 


I felt it to be my duty then to get up and || 


conference, in any manner, shape, or form, was | 


ever held by the Illinois delegation, or any part 
thereof. I was astonished at the charge made yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Virginia. I con- 


sulted the members of the delegation last evening, || 
and I now state distinctly and emphatically that | 
the charge that any such consultation or confer- 


ence was ever held by the Illinois delegation is 
untrue. That, | suppose, is distinctly under- 
stood. 

While Tam up I desire to allude to another sub- 
ject, and I shall speak of it more at length in 
future, if I can get the floor. I had not intended 
to submit any remarks upon this Kansas ques- 


tion until I heard the gentleman from Virginia | 


yesterday. It seems to be the policy of gentlemen 
upon this question to make it a personal one. I 
understood the gentleman from Virginia, and I 
desire to know whether I understood him cor- 
rectly or not, to say that the plan adopted for sub- 
mitting the Lecompton constitution had been di- 


rectly or indirectly sanctioned by Judge Dove tas; | 


that Mr. Calhoun, the president of the convention 
which framed the constitution, had written to 
Judge Doveras upon the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman from Illinois, that if he goes into 
another personal explanation upon another sub- 
ject it is difficult to tell where it would lead to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I merely de- 
sired to call the attention of the House to the 
subject, and to say thatsuch a charge, if the gen- 
tleman intended to make it, is wholly unauthor- 
ized, and not in accordance with the facts. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. A word or two in 


personal to myself. 1 will be very brief, how- 
ever, because with many of the questions I now 
have nothing to do. 


ter of no consequence. I make this explanation 


for the purpose of having the thingrightly under- | 


| stood and without any intention of pressing any- 


trace out, by any proper and legitimate means, 
the secret motives and private purposes of public 
men, todo so; and nottolet them carry out their 
selfish objects in the name of patriotism and the 


country. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. I call for the reg- 
ular order of business. e might as well stop 
this matter now as atany other time. [Cries of 
**No!”’ **No!’’] Permit me to saya word. I 
think this controversy might stop here without 
the character of either gentleman suffering in the 
nublic estimation, or in the estimation of this 

fouse. If itis allowed to continue, it must of 
|| necessity ran into personalities. Permit me to say 
now, sir, that this is not the arena to indulge in 
personalities, or the results of personalities. I 
| deprecate it at all times, and there seems to be a 
|| tendency just now to drive everything to this 
|| point. 

| Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker-—— 
|| Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. I object. 

|| Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House ad- 
| journ. 


disagreed to. 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. 
objection. 

Ir. MORRIS, of Illinois. I desire to repeat 
what I first said, or to be understood as repeating 
it, and to add, I have not sought to implicate the 
gentleman from Virginia by any private conver- 
sation. I might state what he said to me in the 


I withdraw my 


|| one he refers to, but ] do not choose to follow his 


| 
| 
| 
! 
| 


reply to what the gentleman has said, and also | Hene 


example. So faras the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kentucky are concerned, they substantially 
agree with my statement, and I am satisfied will 
be so regarded. 
him that there had been a meeting or conference 
of the Illinois delegation with a view to advise Mr. 


secure his reéjection to the Senate, or for any other 


— but 
| ference of 
| have 


|| upon the private conversation had with me in m 


* |! private room. 


LOBE. 


Whether, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, there | his settled purpose and determinat 


There are, | 


Such is the opinion of the gentleman | 


consider and treat them, unless there is a different || 


| doubt he correctly understands, that I — to. 


body to the wall. I say this, and I say it briefly, | 
that I hold it to be a duty to the country if I can | 


The question was taken; and the motion was || 


He does not say that I informed | 


Dovetas to oppose the Lecompton constitution to | 


purpose, as is charged by the gentleman from Vir- | 
I speaks of my having alluded to a con- | 
tllinois friends, not delegates, which I 

explained in my preceding observations. | 
e he does not sustain the allegation made by | 
the member from Virginia, and he is thrown back | 


He announces to the House it is | 
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such conversations when he thinks the public in. 


terest requires it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
“*Irhe SPEAKER. The gent : 
| _iBe AK . e gentiem : 
| is entitled to the floor. . an from Ilinois 
| Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I do not ky 
_the gentleman draws the distinction betwee 
| public and a private conversation. He waden " 
| pretends to hold, that a casual conversation wh; 
| occurred, as he has admitted this did, in m _ 
| private chamber, isa public conversation, “it 
| 1t for the members of the House and the lines 

to determine whether that conversation wasa i 
lic one, and to judge of it and its pretended ds, 
closures, if it was not, as justice may require kh 
isa gratuitous and unauthorized remark of his, 
that I agreed with him as to the propricty of gis. 
closing what passed at such interviews, r 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I have only on 
sentence to utter. I did not say, as the gentle. 
man supposes, that I would use private and con. 
Sdesiiel converistions for public uses; but I said 
this, that without the injunction of confidence. | 
regarded no conversation on public questions, jy. 
tween public men, as private conversations: and I 
will not permit a traitor to the great interests of 
my country to carry out his purposes in the name 
of patriotism and —e. {Laughter.} F 

ir. MORRIS, of [llinois. Iam glad to fing 
the gentleman is so full of patriotism; and that he 
is determined to guard each avenue of danger, and 
| defend it to the last. 

But I did not rise to discuss that matter. I wish 
simply to say this, that although we may not, in 
our social and familiar conversations each to the 
_ other, request that they should be regarded as ge. 
cret and confidential, still, sir, loose and idle re- 
marks sometimes occur, and, without an injune- 
tion of that kind, they are not used by any man’s 
friends. What member of this House would de- 
sire every conversation he may have had with his 
fellow members or his friends, in his private room, 
in a hotel, or at a private boarding house, to be 
brought in here and retailed to the country ina 
speech? There is not a man in this House who 
could not be placed, by such a course as that, in 
a position which he would not desire to occupy. 
Supposing he is talking to confidential and inti- 
mate friends or to other gentlemen, he may use 
expressions and make remarks for which he might 
not desire to be held responsible, and which, if 
taken isolated and alone, might be made to bear 
/a different construction from that which he in- 
tended. Such—— 

Mr. GROESBECK. I rise to a question of 
| order. Is this discussion in order? I want to put 
| a stop to it. 

The SPEAKER. It is a difficult matter for the 
Chair to determine what is, and what is not, in 
order, when permission is given to gentlemen to 
make a personal explanation. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. I desire to say, 
that there is no necessity for any personal feeling 
in this matter. The statements of both gentlemen 
can easily be reconciled. It all turns upon the 
word ** conference,’’ whether this delegation had 
a conference or not. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
of business. 

The motion of Mr. Lercuer was then agreed 
to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Union, (Mr. Bococx in the chair,) and resumed 

the consideration of the deficiency bill. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. Lane] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LANE. My reason for seeking the floor 
to-day is to place myself right before my consi 
uents, this House, and the country, in regard (© 
the affairs of Oregon. 

It will be recollected, sir, that about the 
January I had the honor to present to the 
the constitution of the State of Oregon. It was 
presented, referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed. I believe it has 
always been the custom, or rule, of both —_ 
of Congress, when a document is ordered to ™ 
printed, to print two copies for each member ; 
the House and for each member of the Senate. 


| 
| 
| 


I think it wel 





NOW that 


- 
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\bout the 3d day of February, if I recollect aright, 
 aonstitution ofthe State of Oregon was printed, 
. | placed in the boxes of members of the House, 
syd one copy laid upon the desk of each member 
“eehe Senate, and a copy for each member of the 
Geant was retained in the document-room. We 
. not so kindly waited on here, for we have not 
‘.o pleasure of having documents placed upon 
desks; though we can always have them by 
ou " 
eending to the document-room. 
~ In a debate, Mr. Chairman, which took place 
afew days ago upon the floor of the Senate upon 
» eobiect of the Oregon constitution, remarks 
the sud) 5 ; ; 
were made by my honorable friend from Califor- 
nia, (Mr. Gwin,] and the distinguished Senator 
ria (2 : ; 
fom Illinois, (Mr. Dovexas,] that would, if m7 
should go to the country without being corrected, 
jo me great injustice; and therefore I have felt it | 
jue to myself, and to the people I represent, to 
ojace the matter fairly before the House, that 
my people may know that I have not been neg- 
ctful of the duty which I owe to them upon 
hisfloor. I will refer to the report of that debate. 
Mr. Gwin inquired of the Senator from Illinois if 
there was any objection at that time to taking up 
the Oregon constitution, and to providing for the 
admission of Oregon and Minnesota at the same 
time. In reply to the inquiry, the distinguished 
Senator from Illinois said: 

«| will say, in response to the Senator from California, 
that | have not brought up a proposition for the admission 
of Oregon, for the reason that I have received no official in- 
formation that she has made a constitution. She has sent 
no constitution here. We have no facts, no evidence, be- 
fore us, showing that to be the case. Nor has the President 
so informed us; nor have we any official information, from 
anysource,on the subject. Having learned, from the news- 
D pers, that a convention had been held there; that it had 
fi ned a constitution, and it had been submitted to and rat 
ified by the people, have wondered why it was that it had 
not found its way here. [spoke to the Delegate in the other 
House, General Lane, about it, and [ told him that I under- 
stood that he had presented it to the House of Representa- 
tives. He said he had; but he thought he had better let it 
sleep until the contest about Kansas and Minnesota was 
over. I said to him that whenever he desired action here, 
and would furnish me with a copy of the constitution of 
Oregon, properly certified, [ would take great pleasure in || 
initiating the steps at once for her admission. He thanked 
me for the suggestion, and said he would attend to it. He 
has not done so yet, and hence we have nothing here to act 
upon.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I introduced the consti- 
tution here as soon as I received it, and had it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. The 
chairman of that committee informed me that he 
heard no oe to it; that at a proper time a 
Wl! for the admission of Oregon would be brought 
in; and that he could see no good reason why it 
should not go through at once. 

I told Mr. Doveas that I did not desire to em- 
barrass Kansas with Oregon, or to have Oregon 
mixed up with Kansas. I said that Oregon had 
come here without an enabling act, without au- 
thority of Congress, and without the interference 
of the people of any State or political organiza- 
ton in her domestic affairs. Buton learning that 
the Kansas matter had been disposed of in the 
Senate, I saw no good reason why Oregon should 
not be then taken up and disposed of at the same 

: I Pp 

time with Minnesota, I therefore went to the 
Senate with the constitution of Oregon in my hand, 
‘o see the Senator from Illinois. He was not in 
his seat; and, after waitirig some time | told the 
Senator from California that I would feel very 
much obliged if he would take the constitutionand 
bring the matter up. The copy of the constitu- 
tion which I presented was as thoroughly certified 
as need be—for it was a printed copy properly 
authenticated , which I had also presented here. 
The Senator from Illinois, in re to the Senator 
ry California, expressed himself surprised that 
‘he constitution had not been presented. He 
says: 


Po I should do so, but I have never seen the constitution of 
reson. I do not know what is in it; I do not know the 
undaries of the proposed new State; I do not know any- 


the | 
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nois had not read the constitution of Oregon it was | 


his own fault, for it had been printed and laid on 


/his desk. I have not the privilege, as yet, of 


presenting any measure in the Senate. The time 


| 1s some three or four months distant when I can 
| have that privilege, and it is not very certain that | 
| I shall have it; but I hope I shall. I am satis- 


fied that the people of Oregon will regulate that 


matter as to them may seem just and right. I | 


shall be content with their action; believing, at 


| the same time, that if I am permitted to occupy a 
seat in the Senate, it will be for the advantage of 


the people of Oregon and of the whole Union. 
But, Mr. Chairman, if this report were allowed 


to go out uncorrected, the people of Oregon would | 
at once say that their Delegate did not care a cent | 


whether Oregon was admitted or not. Now, I 
think that every gentleman who has served with 
me on this floor will bear witness to my fidelity 


| in the discharge of my duties. I understand ae 


duties toward the people of Oregon, and I thin 
they understand me. I have not been unmindful 


of this thing. I have not failed to speak to the 


chairman of the Committee on Territories from 
time to time; but it was his opinion that the mat- 
ter had better rest until the Kansas difficulty 
should be disposed of, when he said he would 


| bring in a bill for the admission of Oregon; and I 





— Concerning it. I have never set eyes on the docu- 
sealies and, if I should offer a proposition, it would be at 
san m. do not know whether her constitution is such 
should a IT could sanction or not; but I suppose it is. I 
Senate wk; however, the Delegate would present it to the 
ua te, and refer it to the committee. Let the committee 
aoe the constitution, and report the facts. I should 
woo pleasure in calling a special session of the com- 
would ht any moment for immediate action upon it; and I 
Quthorig ey) jt through as fast as I could ; but I do not feel 
ps nized to take a paper which I have never yet had an 
on ertunity of reading, and move the admission of a State 
t, when I do not know what it contained.” 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Senator from Illi- 


am certain that all sides of the House will go for 
such bill. 

I conversed yesterday with the Senator from 
Illinois on this subject; and he said at once that 
he saw by the report of his remarks that he had 
done me great injustice, and that he would avail 
himself of the first opportunity to place me right. 
I know he will do so. And now I desire it to be 


understood that I shall lose no time in urging | 


action on the application of Oregon for admission; 
and I hope to do so successfully, for | have yet 


heard no objection to it from any gentleman with | 


whom I have conversed on the subject. 
I will say, however, Mr. Chairman, that it has 
been unfortunately my lot here to have to wait, 


on many occasions, for action of the two Houses | 
’ 


/on Oregon matters. You will remember that at 


the last session of Congress an enabling bill for | 
Oregon passed this House, but failed to pass the | 


Senate, authorizing the people of Oregon to hold 
’ ; — I , 
a convention and form a State constitution, and 


oroviding for the admission of Oregon into the | 
g 5 


Union under it. The House at the same time 
passed a similar bill for Minnesota. The latter 
passed the Senate; and a law was passed, by 
which a grant of lands, to the amount of six or 


| eight million dollars, was mede to that Territory. 


We were told over and over again that Oregon 


| should have an enabling act; and I waited in the 


Senate, night after night, watching for suchaction, 


but waited in vain. 


I only speak of this as a matter of fortune. It 
is our fortune on some occasions to be neglected. 


| All these things were done for Minnesota, and 
| not for Oregon. I certainly do not complain that | 
they were done for Minnesota, but I think they | 


should also have been done for Oregon, or at least 
that an enabling act should have been passed. 


I see no good reason, now that Kansas is nearly | 


disposed of, why the two new States of Oregon | 


and Minnesota should not be admitted together. 
But if the Senate chooses to admit Minnesota 
first, and Oregon afterwards, I suppose I should 
be content, satisfied as I am at all times that Ore- 
gon will be admitted during the present session. 

Now, sir, after I have said thus much about 
Oregon, I must be pardoned by my friends on 


both sides of the House if I express, very briefly, | 


a views in regard to this perplexing question 
which has agitated the country for the last three 
or four years, and which continues to engross al- 
most the entire attention of both House of Con- 
gress—the Kansas question. 

Since I have been honored with a seat upon this 
floor, gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
have proclaimed, almost day by day, that no more 
slave States shall be admitted into this Union, and 
that there shall be no further extension of slavery. 
This declaration has been made by gentlemen 
from the North. Now, sir, I live in the North, 
further North, perhaps, than almost any gentle- 
man in this House. I am a northern man, buta 
national man. My affections embrace the whole 
soil of this Union. If I should see any attempt 
upon the part of the southern States to infringe 
upon the rights of the North, I would be the first 


| 
} 
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| to rebuke them and to resist their aggressions. If 


I should hear my southern friends proclaiming 
that slavery should be extended by the power of 
this American Government, | would say, ‘* Hold, 
my friends, you have no right to extend slavery 
by such means.’’ The South, however, has pro- 
claimed no such purpose. 

But, while I would rebuke the South for thus 
seeking to extend slavery, | would also rebuke 
the North when they proclaim that no more slave 
States shall be admitted into the Union. They 
have no right, in justice or in equity, to carry out 
such a policy. They have no mA, to say that 
slavery shall not be extended into Oregon, or any 
other Territory or State. In Oregon we have taken 
the liberty of regulating that matter for ourselves; 
and a majority of our people have decided that 
slavery shall not exist Senn. For aughtI know, 
that will be their decision for all coming time. I 
say, then, to my northern friends, that it is not 
just, nor is it patriotic—it is not in conformity with 
that feeling ofequality and fraternity which should 
exist among the people of this Union—for them 
to say that no more slave States shall be admitted 
into the Union. It is unjust, and ina bad spirit. 
I regret to see such a feeling exhibited upon the 
floor of this House, 

Mr. Chairman, my affections rest on every inch 
of this country. The Constitution is my pillar 
of strength, and the rights of the States are as 
sacred in my view as the Constitution itself; and 
he who would infringe upon a single right of a 
State guarantied in that Cogatitnnon, or would 
refuse to admit a State, with or without slavery, 
if her constitution be republican in form, has not, 
in my judgment, a proper estimate of the duties 
of an American citizen. 

But, sir, this question of slavery is a perplexing 
one, and ought not to be agitated. Leave it where 
the Constitution leaves it. Let the people of every 
State regulate their own institutions for them- 
selves. 

You recollect, Mr. Chairman, that in May, 
1854, the Kansas-Nebraska bill was the cause of 
such excitement as was never before seen in Con- 
gress—an excitement which spread all over the 
country. Thatbill passed. It secured to the peo- 
ple of the Territories, when they come to form 
their own State constitutions, the right to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the 
United States. Every means was resorted to by 


|| gentlemen on the other side of the House to de- 


feat the bill. They fought it step by step through 
this House, and through Congress. Failing, 
however, to defeat the bill in Congress, they re- 
sorted to the plains ef Kansas to defeat there the 
principles of the bill. They went there under the 


| auspices of emigrant aid societies, and under the 


press of violent anti-slavery propagandism. They 
used every means and appliance to. defeat the 
object of the bill. They did everything in their 
power to prevent the administration of the terri- 
torial government of that Territory. They went 
there not only with these agencies and appliances, 
but with Sharpe’s rifles, for the purpose of resist- 
ing the laws of the Territory and of the United 
States All their movements were revolutionary. 
They got up revolutionary conventions under the 
lead of some of the worst men that ever disgraced 
humanity, for the purpose of thwarting the exe- 
cution of the laws and the honest endeavors of 


| the late and present Administrations to maintain 


peace and quiet in the Territory. : 
This question, Mr. Chairman, has continued 
to agitate the country from the time of the passage 
of the Kansas-Nebraska bill to this moment; and 
I think gentlemen will agree with me that the 


| country requires that Congress shall settle this 


question. Gentlemen will agree with me in say- 
ing that there has been agitation enough; that the 
people are surfeited to nausea with the discussion 
upon this Kansas question; that it ought to be 
settled; and that the time of Congress ought to be 
devoted to more important measures—to the con- 
struction of the Pacific railroad; to providing for 
the protection of the country; and to looking after 
the interests, not of the South alone, not of the 
North alone, but of every inch of our country. 
We want peace, harmony, and good feeling; and 
while this agitation is kept up there cannot be that 
harmony which ought to exist among the great 
sisterhood of States. 

The Lecompton constitution is now before Con- 
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gress, in all respects, legally and legitimately. 
The people of Kansas have the right to claim 
admission under it, and Congress has the right to 
admit them under it, because it is legal, because 


it was formed in accordance with the laws of the || 


Legislative Assembly; first, in taking the sense 
of the people upon the subject; then in providing 
for the election of delegates to the convention; in 
the election of delegates; and in the action of the 
convention in framing the constitution. That con- 
vention had the right to submit the constitution, 
or any question incident to it, to the people, for 
their indorsement or not, as they pleased. To 


deny it would be to place many of the new States | 
f i 


without the pale of the Union, for many of them 
presented their constitutions without such sub- 
mission. And, sir, asit is here legally, rightfully, 
und properly presented, I most earnestly trust the 
day is not fat distant when Congress will bring 
in Kansas under that constitution. 

Any man who has listened to the debates in this 
House for the last four months, as | have done, 
must come to the conclusion at once—yes, the 
conclusion is forced upon him, that there are but 
two reasons why gentlemen on the opposite side 
of this House refuse to vote to admit Kansas 
under this constitution—because the constitution 
recognizes slavery, or because they desire to keep 
up the agitation. Those gentlemen on the < o 
site side of the House, who live, as I do, in that 
vortion of the Confederacy north of Mason and 

Jixon’s line, are opposed, as they have ‘ead 
claimed, to the admission of any more slave 
States. Every Republican Senator who voted 
against the admission of Kansas under this consti- 
tution favored the admission of Kansas under the 
Topeka constitution—a constitution which was 


the offspring of violence, and which was without | 
authority of law and revolutionary in every sense. | 


But it was seized upon here and attempted to be 
forced through, in order that Kansas might be 
brought intothe Union. Is it not, then, singular 
that those gentlemen who were urging the admis- 





sion of Kansas into the Union under the Topeka | 


constitution, are now opposing her admission 


here under all the sanctions of law? When the 
Topeka constitution was presented here for ad- 
mission, I believe it had not been submitted to 


1 ; . , : 
| the integrity, and the existence, of the union of 


| these States; and it must be sustained, for it 
| would not be safe to risk the Government in the 
hands of a sectional party, which would deny the | 
equality of the States of this Union, and which | 
| declares that no Territory shall be admitted as a 
slave State, though every man, woman, and child, 
in such Territory, should be in favor of it. That | 
sectional idea will not do, sir. ITlook onthe Dem- | 
ocratic party as the Union itself. Its principles 
are the true principles of the country, and cannot | 
be compromised; they must be maintained, for | 
everything depends upon that party; and I earn- | 
estly hope the day is not distant when we shall | 
find our friend, the distinguished Senator from 
| Hlinois,again laboring for the success of the Dem- | 
ocratic cause. I have not yet given him up. 
But, sir, itis surprising to find gentlemen on 


the other side of the House who voted for and | 
favored the admission of Kansas under the To- | 
peka constitution, now opposing its admission | 
under the Lecompton constitution; and it is more | 
surprising still to find men who heretofore occu- | 


pied high positions in the Democratic party and 


in the councils of the nation, now coéperating, act- | 


ing, and voting with them. I would appeal to 

these Democrats, and say to them that it is not 

good for them to continue in the position they 

have taken; they should get rid of their present 

political associates, for they are not good com- 
for them to keep. 


| man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Morris,] in which 
he appealed to the six South Americans, and said 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. May- 
NARD,] who stood up and asked him if he referred 
to him, ‘* No, sir; you are not included in the 
= 


decided for all time to come, is, whether another 


_ slave State shall be admitted ? Everybody knows | 


that Kansas will not be long a slave State. Her 
people have the right to change, alter, and amend 
their constitution as they please. 


|| not long exist there; but the principle, neverthe- 
under the Lecompton constitution, which comes | 


the people for their adoption or rejection at all; | 


and now when Kansas comes up here legally and 

legitimately, gentlemen oppose ssio 

cause she tolerates slavery by her constitution. 
But that is not the worst of it. 


1er admission be- | 


Some of our | 


good friends on this side of the House, men who | 


have heretofore stood firm in the Democratic 
ranks, and have been looked upon as national 
men, and whose political character has heretofore 


been trustworthy, are now coéperating with gen- | 


tlemen on the opposite side in this matter, who, 
for the purpose, | was going to say, of political 
benefit, are for keeping this slavery question be- 
fore the country. If,as I firmly believe, they are 
keeping up this trouble and agitation for political 
ere will our friends, who have heretofore 
een good Democrats, act with them under such 
circumstances? Will they strengthen the Oppo- 
sition in this way, and by these means defeat the 
policy of the Democratic Administration, and di- 
vide and break down the Democratic party? I 
know that the distinguished Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Dovetas] has felt it to be his duty to place 
himself in opposition to the policy of the Adenine 


istration, by opposing the admission of Kansas | 


under the Lecompton constitution. He has fought 
the battle gallantly, and comes up to my ideas of 
a good soldier. He has fought fair and gallantly, 
and has died nobly, but in a bad cause. No man 
can regret the action of that distinguished Senator 
more than Ido; for he has been my candidate for 
the Presidency fora numberof years. I had looked 
upon him as a man of the greatest intellect, as a 
Democrat, as a Union-loving man, as a national 
man. I may say that when the Cincinnati con- 
vention met in 1856, he was my choice for the 
Presidency. I went to the Cineinnati convention 
to aid and assist in getting him the nomination; 
bat I think ita glorious thing for the country that 
the present Chief Magistrate received the nomina- 
tion. As soon as he got the nomination, of course 
he was my candidate. I have been voting for 
Presidents for many years, and I never gave any 
buta Democratic vote, for I look upon the success 
of the Democratic party as essential to the honor, 


cr 


_ less, does exist; and that is, whether another slave 
| State shall ever be admitted intothe Union? Are 
the Democrats of the North willing to join those 
ee on the other side of the House, who 
rave proclaimed, all the time, that no other slave 
State shall be admitted into the Union? 
Mr. ENGLISH. I should like to ask my dis- 


Lecompton—who takes the ground that no slave 


ai 
I listened yesterday to the speech of the gentle- 


Now, | ask these South Americans what | 
are they going todo? The question now to be 


Slavery will | 


tinguished friend from Oregon whether he knows | 
of any northern Democrat—Lecompton or anti- | 
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State shall hereafter be admitted into the Union ? | 


Mr. LANE. 
great deal of pleasure—for he is one of those gen- 
tlemen whom I| respect—that the effect is precisely 
the same. There is no difference. He may say 


I will answer my friend with a | 


he is willing to vote for the admission of a slave | 
State, but when it comes to the point he will not | 


do it. How are we to know that he will do it? 

Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to ask my friend 
whether he means to say that I would not vote to 
admit a slave State into the Union if it were the 
will of the people of the State to recognize sla- 

| very? 

Mr. LANE. I intend to say, and do say, that 
the effect is precisely the same as though he de- 
termined never to vote for the admission of a slave 
State into the Union, and will be so understood 
on all sides. This settles the question forever. 
This is passing a verdict which shall do justice 

| or injustice to that portion of the country where 
slavery exists. Every southern member of the 
House is ready to vote for the admission of Min- 
nesota and Oregon without slavery, and to live up 
to the doctrine that the people have a right to 
settle their own institutions in their own way. 
But while they thus walk up to that honorable 


country, we find our friends acting with that party 
which has proclaimed over and over again that 
ae would not vote for the admission of Kansas 
with slavery, if eve 


the Territory, should ask it. 


Mr. CURTIS. Does the gentieman mean the 
Republican party ? 
r. LANE. I mean every one of those gen- 


tlemen who have proclaimed that no more slave 


with them. 
Mr. CURTIS. Thatis not the Republican par- 


a a 


position, and discharge their duty to the whole | 


man, woman, and child, in 


States should be admitted, and those who vote | 
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ty. That party has not assumed such 

tion. 

si osaiont a oensanntee an whether 
ansas With 

slavery? 

Mr. CURTIS. Not while I knew the people 
Se Tan Feige ens. 

r. . You have no rig 
the eat Sit to go behing 

Mr. C IS. Oh, yes; I hav i 
behind the record. ss © a right to go 

Mr. LANE. Would you vote for it if 
the majority favored the institution of 

Mr. CURTIS. I would not, because 
made free territory by the Missouri com 

Mr. LANE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I h 
gentlemen on the other side say, over 
again, that they would not vote for the 
of Kansas with slavery, if every man, woman 
and child, should favor slavery there. The posi. 
tion taken by the gentleman from Lowa is the m4 
sition, as I understand it, taken by the Republi. 
can party; and I regard it as a mere subterfuge 

Mr. CURTIS. Does the gentleman hold the 
Republican party accountable for the eXpression 
of individual sentiment in regard to this matter) 

Mr. LANE. I hold it accountable for itg plat. 
form. 

Mr. CURTIS. The platform of the party does 
not say that no more slave States shall be ad. 
mitted. 

Mr. LANE. It pledges the party against the 
extension of slavery, and against the admission 
of any more slave States. 

Mr. CURTIS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. i would ask the hon- 
orable gentleman from Oregon to point out asingle 
anti-Lecompton Democrat who does not profess 
to be as ready to admit Kansas into the Union 
with as without slavery? If he knows one, I ask 
him to name him. 

Mr. LANE. I want to answer that question, 
and answer it in such a way that the gentleman 
will remember it; for it is an important question, 
I say that Kansas is here legally. Her constitu- 
tion is a legal one, and you are estopped from going 
behind it. If that constitution says slavery shall 
exist, you are bound to admit the State with 
slavery, and leave the people free to change their 
constitution when the proper time arrives, if they 
desire to prohibit slavery. Slavery is, therefore, 
the only objection which can be urged to the ad- 
mission of Kansas; yet the gentleman will not 
vote for it; and then asks me if I know of an 
anti-Lecompton Democrat who will not vote for 
the admission of Kansas as soon with as without 
slavery ? 

I repeat, sir, that that constitution is before us. 
The people have had a chance to vote upon the 
question of slavery, and nine tenths of those who 
have voted have voted in favor of slavery. Ihave 
no doubt that a majority of the whole people of the 
Territory, at the time the question was submitted, 
were not in favor of slavery. But their opposition 
to slavery did not go to the extent of recording 
their vote against it. What I mean to say is this, 
that, in ascertaining the will of the people, you 
are to look to the votes given for and against, 
not to the votes withheld, whether they be with- 
held on account of indifference to the result, of 
from factious motives. And when gentlemen 
say they are ready to vote for the admission of 
slave State, if they are satisfied that the people of 
the State are in favor of slavery, and yet propos 
to vote against this constitution, I say, that with 
the constitution before us recognizing slavery, 
they are estopped in that argument. They cat 
not go behind that constitution. It is here le 
Ral ;it is here legitimately; it is here pro oH 

f there have been irregularities, bloodshed, ® 
disorder, in the Territory, you know how tt has 
been caused. You know it has been caused 
the instrumentality of men armed with Sharpes 
rifles, sent out by the emigrant aid societies, for 
the purpose of defeating the ends of justice, - 
thwarting the will of the people. The fault ” 
with them; and let the consequences rest upon 
guilty. Do not permit the Territory and the - 
try tosuffer. Itis in behalf of the country “* E 
speak. I appeal to this House to stand by the a 
stitution, and to allow the majority of the peop oe 
regulate their own institutions. Bring Paes 
into the Union. Raise her to the dignity of @ :. 
Place the sovereignty in the hands of her peop 
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and they will regulate their own affairs as they 


nlease, al von . 
Vet us not do injustice 
for all time. 


to our friends of the Sout 


now, and 


va Mr. ¢ 
md r have a very high personal regard for the 


ventieman. I know him to bea man of good heart, 
snd strong mind, although he is wrong in politics. 
He has only to take one step further, and come 
over to the Democratic party. I say to that gen- 
tleman that the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States upon this question of slavery 
commends itself to my judgment; that slavery 
nominally exists in the Territories subject to the 
control of the people when they come to form a 
State government; that Congress has no power 
over the subject. It cannotestablish or prohibit 
slavery; itis not in the book; no such powers 
were conferred upon Congress by the Constitu- 
tion. Our forefathers had the good sense to con- 


tce. 


id peace will be restored to the recom 
ay 


I am sure my friend from | 
Curtis} would not desire to do injus- | 
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are democratic in believing that the people should 
rule. They are democratic in believing that the 
people are the source of all power. They are 
democratic in believing that the voice of the peo- 
ple, so far as political affairs are concerned, is, 


| and of necessity mustbe, the voice of God. Proud 
| of their ancestry, and rejoicing because to them 


fer, in plain and unmistakable terms, all powers | 


necessary for the good of the whole country, and 
they took care to provide that the powers not con- 
ferred upon Congress should be reserved to the 
States respectively, or to the people. 

Congress, then, cannot interfere with the sub- 
‘ect of slavery; and the people living under a ter- 
ritorial government cannot do, under an organic 
iaw framed by Congress, that which Congress it- 
self could not do. It does nominally exist, and 
must always exist, in the Territories, until the 
come to form their State governments, and then it 
is their right to regulate the matter as they please. 
] appeal to gentlemen, then, northern men and 
southern men, to maintain and protect the rights 
guarantied by the Constitution. 

Now, in view of all these facts, how, I ask, can 
a South American, let him love or hate the Dem- 
ocratic party as he’may, go with a party which 
says that slavery shall not be extended, and that 
no more slave einen shall be admitted into the 


cause it has slavery in it? 

[ have no idea that any South American can 
take that leap. He is too high minded, too no- 
ble, too devoted to the district or State he repre- 
sents, to associate with a party that would heap 
an insult and indignity upon his portion of the 
country. Gentlemen of the South American party 
will do no such thing, in my judgment. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my time has nearly ex- 
pired, and I will return for a moment to the con- 


belongs the honor of being the descendants of the 
founders of the Repubfic, they are emulous of 
that high praise which the great Roman orator 
has bestowed upon those whose mission it is to 
preserve the institutions of founders—in their 
case, the liberty which was bequeathed to them 


with the Rock of Plymouth. 


Various ideas of a constitution have prevailed 
in the world. Constitutions have sometimes been 
given by royal authority as a boon to subjects. 


But the American idea of a constitution is the sim- | 


ple idea of an organic act which embodies the will 
of the people, and is indorsed by them. It is | 
granted that any instrument purporting to bea 
constitution need not of ncsendtiy be submitted to 
the people in form. There are constitutions of 
several States which now shine in the constella- 
tion of the Union, which have never been thus 
submitted. Butin each and every such case there 
have been means by which it has been practicable 
to ascertain what the will of the people was, and 
that it has been embodied in them. I donot deny 
the doctrine laid down by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Kerrr,] that it is possible 
for the people to delegate their sovereignty to a 
convention, and that when they have thus dele- 
gated their sovereignty fully, they are bound by 
the act of their agents. I am disposed to affirm 


| this as sound doctrine, and have no desire to deny 
| it. 


3ut the marvel is that such a doctrine should 
be set up in this House, as applied to the proceed- 
ings in Kansas by the convention which produced 
the instrument which comes here purporting to be 


‘ | a constitution. 
Union; how can he go for keeping Kansas out of || 
the Union, under the Lecompton constitution, be- | 


stitution of Oregon, to show what the people out | 


there say about the right of the people to amend, 
alter, and change their constitution as they please. 
The first section in the bill of rights of the peo- 
ple of Oregon, as found in their constitution, is 
as follows: 


“ We declare that all men, when they form a social com- 
pact, are equal in rights; that all power is inherent in the 
people, and all free governments are founded on their au- 
thority, and instituted for their peace, safety, and happi- 
ness ; and they have at all times a right to alter, reform, or 
on the government in such manner as they may think 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. I speak to-day 
against the admission of Kansas as a State into 
this Union under the Lecompton constitution, be- 
cause I deem it proper that my constituents should 
have a voice in determining the grave issue which 
is under discussion here. Iam not content to 
give a silent vote against what I consider a con- 
summation fraught with fraud and villainy. It 
is due to those whom I represent, for special 
reasons, that their protest should be made vocal 

ere. Lhave the honor to represent a people who 
dwell upon the shores where the first written pop- 
ular constitution in the world was drawn up and 
promulgated; a people who are faithful to the tra- 
ditions of their fathers; a people hardy, enterpris- 
ing, industrious, and intelligent; a people who 
abhor tyranny in any and all its forms, and who 
are instinct in every fiber of their being with that 
spirit of liberty which has come down to them 
from their illustrious ancestors. They pride them- 
Selves on their allegiance to democratic principles 
and democratic institutions. When they speak 
of democratic principles they speak of them in 
their true, noble, an origina! sense. But I con- 
¢ss, Mr. Chairman, that they have but little sym- 
pe with these phrases as they are now applied 
coe use—in the indefinite, sectarian, fanat- 
‘cal sense which is the parlance of the day. They 


| dication of their purpose. 


The history of this case shows that the people | 


of Kansas, so far as they participated in the pre- 
liminary steps which called the convention into 
being, meant that their delegates should propose 
aconstitution. But nowhere can be found traces 


of authority given to that body to adopt one. In | 


their primary meetings they exhibited a steady in- 
The proof of this is 
found in the record of the pledge made by Cal- 


| houn and his associates, when they were inquired 


of in regard to that particular point. That pledge | 


is in the following terms: 


| To the Democratic Voters of Douglas County: 


It having been stated by that Abolition newspaper, the | 


| Herald of Freedom, and by some disaffeeted bogus Demo- 


crats, who have got up an independent ticket, for the pur- || 
pose of securing the vote of the Black Republicans, that the || 


| regular nominees of the Democratic convention were op- 


posed to submitting the constitution to the people, we the 
candidates of the Democratie party, submit the following 
resolutions, which was adopted by the Democratic conven- 
tion which placed usin nomination, and which we fully and 


| heartily indorse, as a complete refutation of the slanders 


above referred to. 
Joun CaLHoun, 
W.S. WELLs, 
L. 8. Bou.ine, Joun M. WALLACE, 
Ws. T. Spicety, L. A. PRATHER. 
LecomprTon, Kansas Territory, June 13, 1857. 


* Resolved, That we will support no man asa delegate to 
the constitutional convention, whose 
frame the constitution of the future State of Kansas and to 
mold the political institutions under which we, asa people, 
are to live, unless he pledges himself fully, freely, and with- 


A. W. Jones, 
H. BuTcuer, 


| out reservation, to use every honorable means ta submit the 


same to every bona fide actual citizen of Kansas at the proper 
time for the vote being taken upon the adoption by the peo- 


| ple, in order that the said constitution may be adopted or re- 
| jected by the actual settlers in this Territory, as the majority 
| of the voters shall decide.”’ 


It is also a fact, known and acknowledged on 
every side, that the President himself was in favor 
of such a procedure; that Governor Walker, who 


| acted under his authority and by his advice and 


with the consent of the Cabinet, was also of the 
same opinion; and that distinct pledges were given 
to the people of Kansas that the constitution 
which should be drawn up by the convention at 
Lecompton would be submitted to their approval 
or rejection. The following extracts from official 
documents will establish this point beyond all 
contradiction. Says Governor Walker: 

‘TI accepted [the appointment of Governor of Kansas] on 
the express condition that I should advocate the submis- 
sion of the constitution to the vote of the people for ratifi- 
cation or rejection. . 

“These views were clearly understood by the President 
and all his Cabinet. They were distinctly set forth in my 


duties it will be to | 


i 
+} 
i] 
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letter of acceptance of this office, of the 26th of March last, 


and reiterated in my inaugural address of the 27th of May 
last, as follows : 


* Indeed, I cannot doubt that the convention, after hav- 
ing framed a State constitution, will submit it for ratifica 


tion or rejection by a majority of the then actual bona fide 
resident settlers of Kansas. 


Bee With these views, well known to the President and 
Cabinet, and approved by them, I accepted the appointment 


of Governor of Kansas.’ "’"—Governor Walker’s Resigna- 
tion. 


““T repeat, then, as my clear conviction, that unless the 
convention submit the constitution to the vote of all the 
actual resident settlers of Kansas, and the election be fairly 
and justly conducted, the constitutivn will be, and ought to 
be, rejected by Congress.’’— Governor Wall«r’s Inaucural 
Address to Kansas. * 


“ When such a constitution shall be submitted to the peo- 
ple of the Territory, they must be protected in the exercise 
of their right of voting for or against that instrument; and 
the fair expression of the popular will must not be inter- 
rupted by fraud or violence.”’—Buchanan’s Instructions to 
Walker. 

The Union, the organ of the Administration, 
seems fully to appreciate the fo then held 
by the President, and, in defending that position, 
gives a most satisfactory reason for assuming it. 
I will read an extract from that paper: 

‘** When there is no serious dispute upon the constitution, 
either in the convention or among the people, the power of 
the delegates alone may put itin operation. Butsuch is not 
the case in Kansas. The most violent struggle this country 
ever saw, upon the most important issue which the consti- 
tution is to determine, has been going on there for several 
years, between parties so evenly balanced that both claim 
the majority, and so hostile to one another that numerous 

| lives have been lost in the contest. Under these circum- 
stances there can be no such thing as ascertaining clearly 
and without doubt the will of the people in any way except 
by their own direct expression of it at the polls. A consti- 
tution not subjected to that test, no matter what it contains, 
will never be acknowledged by its opponents to be anything 
but a fraud.”? 

I will not attempt to elaborate this point more, 
because it has been frequently sustained on the 
floor of the House in the course of this debate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under these circum- 
stances, what did this convention assembled at Le- 
compton do? Were they faithful to their pledges 
made in the election? Did they truly and really 
represent the sentiments of the people of Kansas? 
Why, sir, they notonly madeaconstitution, insur- 
ing, by the most ingenious contrivances possible, 
that a certain institution, which was known to be 
repugnant to the feelings and wishes of these peo- 
ple, should be made perpetual; but the constitu- 
tion that they manufactured is unchangeable, gen- 
erally, till 1864. And more than this, they have 
inserted an express provision that, even then, no 
power shall touch the slavery question. This 

| instrument was submitted to the people in an un- 

| usual form. The only question which could come 
before them was not whether they would adopt 
the constitution or would not adoptit, but whether 
they would adopt a constitution with slavery, ora 
constitution without slavery. And in this strange 

| and anti-republican form every man who was per- 

mitted to deposit his vote was subject to a test 

| oath, and made to swear that he would support 

' that constitution in all its provisions; thus effect- 
ually cutting off any opposition to it, and stifling 
the free expression of the will of the people. 

Itappears to me, on acareful review of the facts 

|, and history of the case, that no evidence what- 
ever exists that the people of Kansas do desire, 
or ever did desire, to have this constitution as 
their organic law. I will not go back to examine 
| the authority under which this convention was 
called, and refresh the recollection of the commit- 
tee with the fact that it was by the power of a 
| usurped Legislature, which is proven, of record 
| now among the archives of this House, to have 
| been elected by fraud. The convention was cailed 
by a minority of the inhabitants, as the proof at 
| hand conclusively shows. Governor alker 
says on that subject, in his letter of resignation: 


‘In nineteen counties out of thirty-four there was no 
census; in fifteen counties out of thirty-four there was no 
registry ; and not a solitary vote was given, or could be given, 
for delegates to the convention in any one of these counties, 
Surely, then, it cannot be said that such a convention, 
chosen by scarcely more than one tenth of the present voters 
of Kansas, represented the people of that Territory, and 
could rightfully impose a constitution upon them without 
their consent. These nineteen counties, in which there 
| was no census, constituted a majority of the counties of the 





|| Territory; and these fifteen counties, in which there was 


|| no registry, gave a much larger vote at the October election, 
| even with the six months’ qualification, than the whole vote 
given to the delegates who signed the Lecompton constitu- 
tion on the 7th of November last.’’ 

Nineteen counties, it appears, were disfran- 
chised, and many others were imperfectly regis- 
\| tered. These facts, so familiar to us all, estab- 
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lish it, beyond question or doubt, in the mind-of 

any reasonable man, that it was only by a minor- | 
ity of the inhabitants of the Territory that the | 
Lecompton convention was authorized. Itisalso | 
a very important and significant fact, that during 
the time between the first assembling of the Le- 
compton convention and the meeting when its ses- | 
sions really commenced, the opinions of the people 

of Kansas were taken on the very question which | 
is the question on which turned the acceptable- | 
ness or non-acceptableness of this constitution. 

During that very time a free-State Delegate was | 
clected to Congress, who holds his seat among us 

here; and yet these men proceeded, in defiance of 

the known will of the people, thus cotempora- 

neously expressed, and in the most distinct and 

solemn manner, to the work which they had as- | 
sembled to perform. In the face of these facts, 

there can be no evidence that the people of Kan- 

sas desired this constitution. But on the other 

hand, Mr. Chairman, there is abundant evidence 

that these people do not desire this constitution. [| 
will not pause to cite the testimony of numerous | 
individuals, citizens and officials, which might be 

used here. I pass over the voice of the press and 

the sad historical incidents which prove this prop- 

osition. They have been rehearsed here, time and 

again. I merely point out the conspicuous fact 

that cannot be denied, which is of graver signifi- 

cance than any other fact in connection with this 

controversy, that on the 4th of January, there 

was had a fair and legal election, acknowledged 

to be such by the authorities, a certificate of which 

is signed by the Governor of the Territory and 

all the proper officials, and recognized by the Ad- 

ministration here,and on that 4th of January, ten 

thousand majority of the people of Kansas voted 

distinctly and directly against this constitution. 

The following is the official certificate of the result 

of this election: 

In accordance with the provisions of an act entitled * An 
act submitting the constitution framed at Lecompion under 
the act of the Legislative Assembly of Kansas ‘Territory, 
entitled ‘ An act to provide for taking a census and elecuon 
of delegates to a convention,’ passed February 19, A. D. 
1857,’ the undersigned announce the following as the off 
cial vote of the people of Kansas Territory on the questions 
as therein submitted on the 4th day of January, 1858: Against 
the Lecompton constitution, 10,226; for the Lecompton con 
etitution with slavery, 138; for the Lecompton constitution 
without slavery, 24. 

Some precincts have not yetsent in their returns, but the 
nbove is the-complete vote received to this date. 

J. W. DENVER, 
Secretary and Acting Governor. 
Cc. W. BABCOCK, 
President of the Council. 
G. W. DEITZLER, 
Speaker House Representatives. 


| 
| 
| 


January 2%, 1858. 


The following is extracted from the instruc- 
tions to Governor Denver by the President: 


“The Territorial Legislature doubtless convened on the 
7th instant; and while it remains in session its members are 
entitied to be secure and free in their deliberations. Its 
rightful action must also be respected. Should it authorize 
an election by the people for any purpose, this election 
should be held without interruption, no less than those au- 
thorized by the convention. While the peace of the Terri- 
tory is preserved, and the freedom of elections is secure, 
there need be no fear of disastrous consequences. 

“The authority of the government must necessarily be 
maintained ; and from whatever quarter it is attempted to 
interfere by violence with the elections authorized by the 
constitutional convention, or which may be authorized by 
the Legislature, the allempt must be resisted, and the secur- 
ity of the elections maintained. 

“The President relies upon your firmness and discretion 
to give effect to these instructions. It is vitally important 
that the people of Kansas, and no other than the people of 
Kansas, should have the tull determination of the question 
now before them for decision.”’—Secretary Cass to Gov- 
ernor Denver, December 11, 1857. 





Then, sir, since we have been in session in this 
Hall, we have had presented to us the protest of 
the Legislature of the Territory of Kansas—the 
solemn protest of that Legislature, which is ac- 
knowledged on all sides of the House to be a law- 
ful and rightful Legislature—one which was not 
elected by fraud and which is confessed to express 
authentically the will of the people. That protest 
is on record, and is in these terms: 


Preemble and joint resolutions in relation to the constitution 

Jramed at Lecompton, Kansas Territory, on the 7th day of 

November, 1857: , 

Whereas, @ small minority of the people living in nine- 
teen of the thirty-eight counties of this Territory, availing 
themselves of alaw which enabled them to obstruct and de- 
feat a fair expression of the popular will, did, by the odious 
and oppressive application of the provisions and partisan 
machinery of said law, procure the return of the whole num- 
ber of the delegates to the constitutional convention recently 
assembled at Lecompton ; and whereas, by reason of the de- 
fective provisions of said law, in connection with the neglect 
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tion of the same, the people living in the remaining nine- 
teen counties of the Territory were not permitted to return 
delegates to said convention, were not recognized in its or- 
| ganization, or in any sense heard or felt in its deliberations ; 
and whereas, it is an axiom in political ethics that the peo- 
| ple cannot be deprived of their rights by the negligence or 
| misconduct of public officers; and whereas, a minority, to 
wit, twenty-eight only of the sixty members of said conven- 
tion, have attempted by an unworthy contrivance to impose 
upon the whole people of the Territory a constitution with- 
out consulting their wish, and against their will; and 
whereas, the members of said convention have refused to 
submit their action for the approval or disapproval of the 
voters of the Territory, and in thus acting have defied the 


as, the action of a fragment of said convention, represent- 
ing, as they did a smali minority of the voters of the Terri- 
tory, repudiates and crushes out the distinctive principle of 
the Nebraska-Kansas act, and violates and tramples under 
foot the right and the sovereignty of the people ; and where- 
as, from the foregoing statement of facts it clearly appears 
that the people have not been left “ free to form and regulate 
their domestic institutions in their own way,’ but on the 
contrary, at every stage in the anomalous proceedings re- 
cited, they have been prevented from so doing. 

Be it therefore resolved bythe Governor and Legislative 
Assembly of Kansas Territory, That the people of Kansas, 
being opposed to said constitution, Congress has no rightful 
power under it to admit said Territory into the Union as a 
State, and we, the representatives of said people, do hereby 


in their name, and on their behalf, solemnly protest against | 


such admission. 

Resolved, ‘That such action on the part of Congress would, 
in the judgment ofthe members of this Legislative Assembly, 
be an entire abandonment of the doctrine of non-interven- 
tion in the affairs of the Territory, and a substitution in its 
stead of congressional intervention in behalf of a minority 
engaged in a disreputable attempt to defeat the will and vio- 
late the rights of the majority. 


Resolved, That the people of Kansas Territory claim the | 


right, through a legal and fair expression of the will of a ma- 
jority of her citizens, to form and adopt a constitution for 
themselves. 

Resolved, That the Governor of this Territory be requested 
to forward a copy of the foregoing preamble and resolutions 
to the President of the United States, the President of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and 
to the Delegate in Congress from this Territory. 

G. W. DEITZLER, 

Speaker of the House of Represtntatives. 
C. W. BABCOCK, 

President of the Council. 


SECRETARY’sS OFrFrice, 
LecompTon, (K. T.,) January 12, 1858. 
I certify the above to be a true copy of the enrolled resolu- 
[1 8.] tions deposited in this office. 
rr HUGH 8S. WALSH, Clerk. 


Originated in the House of Representatives. 
C. F. CURRIER, Chief Clerk. 


I claim, on these grounds, that the evidence is 
complete and irrefragable that the people of Kan- 
sas emphatically repudiate the Lecompton con- 
| stitution as the expression of their will. With- 

out dwelling on this point longer, I proceed to 


inquire what are the right and duty of Congress | 


| in these premises. The Constitution of the Uni- 

| ted States says that Congress ‘* may admit new 
States.’’ This implies to every reasonable mind 
a large discretion. It therefore gives us, by an 
implication which cannot be denied, the power to 
reject the application of any State for any reason 
that may appear to Congress to be right, if not 
repugnant to the Constitution of the United 
States, 

The Kansas-Nebraska act is sometimes said to 
have been anenabling act. Mr. Chairman, | deny 
it. Itis in no sense an enabling act; it is chiefly 
a declaratory act. The pith of itis a certain dec- 
laration, hard to be understood, and more difficult 
to be interpreted, if we may judge from the va- 
riety of interpretations given to it by gentlemen 
on the other side of the House. But in no sense 


was it such an enabling act as to override or to | 
restrain the power of Congress in a case like that | 


now before us. We are called upon to admita 
State into the Confederacy against the will of the 
people thereof; and certainly, among the rights 
of Congress, under the Constitution, no right has 
ever been given to force a constitution on an un- 
willing people. Whatever may be said as to the 
right of Congress to admit or to reject new States, 
nowhere can be found anything like a color of 
power to force a constitution on a people who, in 
every form and shape possible, have repudiated 
and rejected it. 

What, then, is the duty of Congress in a case 
like the present? Let us look at the nature of this 
case. I undertake to say that there has been fraud 
proved in ay step of this procedure, from the 
inception of the convention to its final action. 
But if that is denied in any quarter, there is no 
| man who will deny that there is reasonable sus- 
| picion of it in all these transactions—transactions 


and misconduct of the authorities charged with the execu- {| 


known will of nine tenths of the voters thereof; and where- 


——————EE 
which are very hard to be explained by the moe 
subtile and acute reasoners. At any rate acne 
pretended constitution comes not here with a cle : 
record, and no man has stood up here to joan 
it as a clean record; and no fair man wil). 0 =~ 
sides it is allowed that some irregularities ra _ 
and these irregularities are of such a kind = 
make it wise for us to stop here, even if jt on 
our imperative duty so to do, and let the ao 
_be disposed of in the future. 2g 
We are told here that every State must be d 
mitted which has the requisite number of po i. 
| tion,and whose constitution is republican in 
| But no constitution can be republican jn 
|| which does not express the will of the pe 
|is anti-republican unless it embodies the wilj of 
the people in some distinct and unequivocal form, 
| plant myself on the Declaration of Independ. 
| ence, that great charter of our liberties, underly. 
| ing our most sacred rights; and that Declaration 
| says that *‘ all free governments derive their just 
| powers from the consent of the governed.” Thors 
| can be no free government, there can be no such 
| thing as a republican government, that does not 
|| derive all its rightful powers from the consent of 


ula- 
orm. 
form 
ople, lt 





| 





| the people who live under it. 


| Besides this, we have a duty which we owe tp 
|| Kansas. I regret that so little has been said jy 





| regard to our duty to Kansas. Gentlemen haye 
seemed to think it was our only duty to admit her 
|| into the Union because there had been an applica. 
|| tion on the part of somebody; though who this 
| somebody is, is hard to determine. Sir, there is q 
] duty higher and nobler than this, which we owe 
| 
i} 
' 


to Kansas. She sustains to us, in her territorial 
capacity, a peculiar relation. We also sustain to 
| the people of the Territories a peculiar relation, 
It is a relation which ought to be marked on each 
|, side by principles of integrity. We ought to have 
| some regard for their good name, and they should 
| show duc respect for Congress. Kansas ought not 

to be thrust in among this sisterhood of States 
| with a stain upon her honor. Kansas ought not 
to be permitted to become one of us in this glori- 
ous Union with a constitution that is not free from 
the blot of fraud and iniquity. Kansas should 
| come here with clean hands; she should come 
| with spotless robes to take her place in the circle 
|| of independent and sovereign States. Her teryi- 
|| torial history has been sad; it is marked with 
| ruffianism, rapine, blood. Be it ours to see to it 
that her history as a State shall not commence 
|| with foul stains overspreading her organic act. 
| To admit her under present circumstances is not 
to take her by the hand with words of gratuls- 
tion which awaken the sympathies of her people, 
|| but to forcibly drag her into your association, 
| imposing on them a constitution which they re- 
|| pudiate and abhor. You chain her unwillingly 
| to your victorious chariot wheels as the old Ro- 
|| mans graced their triumphs with their captives. 
| She cannot greet you with uplifted eyes and 
| queenly port; but, vailed and manacled, she sub- 
| missively bows her neck, and waits your pleasure; 
|, and this record will be yours and hers forever. 
| Sir, what is the necessity that Kansas should 
| be admitted in this way ? Why must we be called 
|| upon to contradict and deny the fundamental priv- 
1 ciples of republican government? Why depart 
| from the wisdom of the fathers of the State? The 
| President, who stands as sponsor for this proceet- 
| ing, and urges us onward to this act, says that 
| Kansas must be admitted to give peace to that Ter- 
| ritory and to the country. Was there ever such 
a pretense as this? Restore peace to Kansas by 
forcing a constitution upon her which she hasre- 
udiated by her decisive vote! Peace to Kansas 
be denying her her rights! Peace to Kansas by 
heaping upon her injustice and wrong! Sir, t's 
mostdelusive. There can be no peace to Kansas 
while you attempt to stifle the voice of her pee 
le, and trample down what is dearer to them thai 
ife. 

But we are told by gentlemen on the other site; 
we were told by the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat, {[Mr. Lane, ] that the reasons urged on this 
side of the House for resistance to the admissio? 
of Kansas are not sincere reasons; that the true 
reason is founded in opposition to slavery in thet 
Territory. Well, Mr. Chairman, what are 
facts in regard to the character of this discussio”’ 
Has not the admission of Kansas been urged up" 
the ground that the constitution recognizes sla- 
very? Have we not been told over and over aga'" 


| 
| 
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nit Kansas must be admitted with slavery as a 
right, chiefly for the reason that she has made a 
onstitution which contains slavery? This has 
heen the spirit of the remarks of a large portion 
of the gentlemen who have spoken in favor of her 

j ion. 

Mr. REAGAN. lask the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts if any gentleman on this floor has urged 
that Kansas should be admitted into the Union 
because her constitution recognizes slavery? 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. I said that 
was the spirit of the remarks of southern gentle- 
men; otherwise why is it a violation of southern 
rights, of which gentlemen have so much com- 

iained, to refuse her admission? But, in respect 
to the question of slavery in Kansas, if that is the 
question inissue, I tellgentlemen, all other reasons 
apart, that we have the vantage ground in reference 
to thissame Territory of Kansas. Every foot of 
the soil of that Territory has once been irrevocably 
consecrated to freedom by the Missouri compro- 
mise. It is said that this compromise was uncon- 
stitutional, and there seems to have been what 
some gentlemen seem to regard asa decision of 
the Supreme Court, affirming the constitutional- 
ity of that compromise; but, sir, there are au- 
thorities at least as strong upon the other side of 
the question. The Cabinet of the President under 
whose Administration the Missouri compromise 
became a law, contained wise men and eminent 
constitutional lawyers. ‘Their opinions are on 
record, and are worthy of as much respect as any 
opinion pronounced by a part or the whole of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, as now con- 
stituted. 

Mr. Chairman, we of the North were juggled 
out of our rights by the pee of the Missouri 
compromise—rights for which a consideration 
was paid. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts if the South, in 1850, 
did not ask to have the Missouri compromise line 
applied to the Territories of New Mexico and 
Utah, which were then organized ? 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. 


I am willing 
to allow it. 


Mr.SINGLETON. How, then, can you say | 


that the South has been unwilling to stand by that 
line which she offered toextend across the country 
to the Pacific? 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. It is a matter 
notorious, that that compromise was repealed by 
the votes of the South, and by their allies, upon a 
specific occasion; and no matter what other prop- 
ositions may have been made from time to time, 
that fact stands out patent and uncontroverted. 
Therefore | say we have been juggled out of our 
rights by a breach of good faith, and we, reject- 
ing all your refinements, are determined to avail 
ourselves of every opportunity to redress that 
wrong. Within the limits of that compromise, at 
least, we will have no more slave States. Never! 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman be 
kind enough to state what the consideration of 
that bargain was? 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. The admis- 
sion of the State of Missouri, and the admission of 
other slave States south of that line. 

Sir, the President and his advisers, prompters 
or guardians, would have been wise if they had 
well considered the effect of the repeal of the Mis- 
sourl compromise before they invented and pro- 
duced this Kansasembroglio. They should have 
considered that the non-slaveholding States were 
released from all obligation to the admission of 
any more slave States. They were bound by it 
‘0 a certain extent while it existed; but, by its re- 
peal, they were exempt from such obligations for- 
ever. The President might well inquire what party 
organization it had given rise to, how large it 
iad become, and how near it reached success in 
the last campaign. The President is a minority 

resident as itis. What wise man will approve 
of urging this irritation of northern sentiment fur- 
ther, and especially by such low acts of petty 
jmesse and chicane as we have before us in this 
record? Everybody must see that the progress 
of events is towards change, and on the side of 
freedom. 

A Senator from South Carolina told us, in the 

other end of the Capitol, a few days ago, that 
the South had ruled the nation for sixty, out of 
Seventy years;,and the gentleman from Missis- 
‘ipp!, (Mr. Davis,] who is not now in his seat, 
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was pleased to say that the time was rapidly ap- 
proaching when power would be in the hands of 

the North; and the gentleman from South Caro- 

lina [Mr. Boyce] made use of language of a sim- 

ilar character, yesterday. They say true; and | 
their prescience is to be commended. Whoever | 
turns his vision to the political firmament will be- 

hold the star which symbolizes the scepter of 

power tending northward. Then, the true policy 

is, by an enlightened spirit of moderation and for- 

bearance, to conciliate. The time is past for mar- 

tyrdom to abstractions. Your Kansas-Nebraska 

bill, which was to be the panacea for all political 

troubles, has made a very chaos of the political 

elements. Byits interpretation and effects, con- | 
fusion worse confounded has been introduced into | 
the political system. Nobody has been found 

who can say what the “ true intent and meaning” 

of itis. As applied to Kansas, to leave the peo- 

ple to settle their institutions in ** their own way,” 

it appears to mean upholding a constitutional con- 

vention, sitting under the protection of United 

States bayonets, to manufacture an organic act 

which the people repudiate on the first fair oppor- 

tunity atthe polls; and yetthe Kansas-Nebraska 

act is said to illustrate the principle of popular sov- 

ereignty. The theory of the Democratic party is, 

that it recognizes all the rights of the people; that 

it is the very summum bonum of all politica! truth; 

that it, above all other things, is to be revered by 

the people, after the Declaration of Independence; 

but, mark you, whether at the North or the South, 

gentlemen are unable to agree wherein its mani- 

fold virtues consist. 

Now, sir, I repeat that your Kansas-Nebraska 
act has made a perfect chaos of all political ele- 
ments—such a chaos as always precedes a new 
creation. We live in a formative period, and the 
policy of the country is about to be changed. The 
indications of it, everywhere, are so distinct and 
marked that no man in his senses can overlook or 
deny them; and as out of original chaos, by the 
emnific word, the green earth arose fair and beauti- 
ful, so from the elements all around us the party 
of the future willspring. I say we live in a form- 
ative period. The elements thus far have been 
resistant, but they will become conservative as 
they are consolidated, and acquire power and 
strength. Such a party cannot have a taint of 
sectionalism about it, and from the necessity of 
its constitution it seems impossible that it can be- 
come aggressive on any constitutional or cove- 
nanted right of any portion of the people of these 
United States. This is the inevitable result of the 
forces now in operation. It is impossible that 
things should continue as they are. The dominion 
of the slave power is over, or is drawing to its 
close; and as it draws to its close the star of hope 
for the reorganization of this Government on its 
original pattern will rise in the ascendant. The 


and while the interest is recognized, the necessity 
continues, and while that necessity continues, the 








| this point, but no further. 
| thought, there is a loyal feeling of attachment to 
| the ancient bond; and the larger your Union be- 
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Union will be intact. There is no portion of the 
Union that can afford to do without the other por- 
tion. The interests of all are interlinked and in- 
terwoven. They are and must be one, not by 
mere political constitution, but by the necessities 
of the case. This Union resis on a compact which 
ho one party can repudiate, or be permitted to re- 
pudiate. The constitution and practical operation 


| of the Federal Governmentare matters which need 


to be better understood among the masses of the 
people. Itcontains in itself the elements of per- 

etuity—it must be a perpetuity. All sorts of com- 

inations against it must be insurrectionary and 
ephemeral in their nature, while the Federal Gov- 
ernment is clothed with authority, and has, there- 
fore, the essential elements of stability. A}l hostile 
combinations, illegal as they are, must be sup- 


| pressed and will be suppressed in due course of 


law. I speak not, Mr. Chairman, of war; I speak 
not of fratricidal strife; there are other means to 


| be tried before so dire a result can be reached, or 
| even thought of. 


I have faith that there is a spirit underlying all 
this superficial excitement of to-day—a spirit of 


| intense love to the Union among the masses of 
| the people. 
| their ambitions before them, with their disap- 
| pointments and their restless machinations with 


It is possible for politicians, with 


personal aims, to endeavor to inflame and excite 
the minds of the people. They may succeed to 
On the second sober 


comes, the stronger are the ties which bind you. 


| ’ . d ‘ 

The very diversity of interests that connect you 
| with one another is the strongest assurance that 
| such a Union must exist and must endure. 


I was pleased with the reply of the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. Reacan,]| the other day, when 
he was catechized by a gentleman on this side in 
regard to the interpretation of the recent resolu- 
tions of the State of Texas. They seemed at first 
to be minatory, and involving within themselves 
something fearful to contemplate. But the gen- 
tleman from Texas interpreted them by saying 
that they did not mean that Texas would secede 


| from the Union, but that they were afraid that the 


Union would secede from ‘Texas. And so the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Boyce, 
and the gentleman from Alabama, [| Mr. pecnal 
do not undertake to say that the result of these 
conventions called in the southern States is to 
effect the dissolution of the Union, but that they 


| are only to contemplate the steps they ought to 
'take to redress the imaginary grievances under 
| which they suffer. 


And this always will be the case when the re- 


sult comes. The people cannot be moved to such 
fanaticism. On the surface all this excitement 
may appear, and unwise men may indulge in vio- 
| lent declamations, but the heart of the people is 


convulsions through which we have passed have | 
shaken the country to its very center. The con- 
vulsions through which we are now passing are 


but its nascent throes; and when its birth-time 
shall fully come it will spring up among the peo- 
ple, among all conservative men, among all lovers 
of the Union—like Minerva from the head of Jove, 
complete, and full-armed with all the attributes 
of power. Hereafter we shall strike for constitu- 
tional liberty, union, and progress, and the Gov- 
ernment will be restored to its original pattern 
and purity. 

There are already constituencies enough in the 
length and breadth of the land to produce this 
effect, and the men will be found to fill these seats, 
to regenerate your Senate, to occupy your places 
of executive power, and in due time to wear the 
purified robes of judicial authority. 

In the course of this debate, dark intimations 
of secession and disunion have been thrown out, 
and we are told that if Kansas is not admitted un- 
der the present constitution, that the bond which 
unites us is to be broken, that there is to be no 
more fraternity between the North and the South, 
and that the rejection of this act will be a sufficient 
ground for a movement in favor of disunion. Sir, 
we do not believe in the probabilities of any such 
thing. We do not believe inthe possibilities of any 
such thing. It has not been asserted on author- 
ity that any such thing will occur; but, as I said 
before, dark intimations have been thrown out 


| taining this Lecompton constitution. 
| the true idea of popular sovereignty was first 
| announced on this continent frora the cabin of the 
| Mayflower. 
| chored at Cape Cod, they found themselves be- 
| yond the limit of their patent, and consequently 
| without any delegated powers for the establish- 
_ment of their community on a political basis. 
| They were thrown back into circumstances ap- 
| proximating as nearly as possible to that ideal 





always true; and the heart of the masses, North 


and South, will ever beat in faithfulness to the 


| Union. 


But another spirit has been evoked by this con- 
troversy which calls for animadversion. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SHorter] was 
pleased to say, a short time since, that ‘* he de- 
spised the memory of the Pilgrim fathers,’’ and 
took the opportunity of availing himself of the 


| singular and unenviable privilege of reviling them 


and their principles accordingly. This, sir, is 
the language of irritated perplexity, and the petu- 


| lance of despair, and was in keeping with the line 


of argument which he chose to pursue in sus- 
Why, sir, 


When the Pilgrim fathers first an- 


** state of nature’’ of which ee have 
dreamed. Prepared in the school of discipline, 


| they were at no loss what a to take when the 
| exigency arose which compell 


ed them to action. 


that such a thing may occur if a certain course be Their promptness in providing for the emergency 


ursued. Now, sir, this Union is not one of opin- 


| demonstrates that their theory of government was 


ion. This Union is one of interest and necessity, fixed, while history renders it certain that they 
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had originally no intention of setting up a volun - 
tary organization. On the next day, they formed 
themselves into a body-politic, on the basis of re- 


publican principles, by the signature of this brief | 


and famous instrument which is the original char- 
ter of our present liberties: 

‘In the name of God, amen. We whose names are un- 
der written, the loyal subjects of our dread sovereign Lord, 
King James, by the grace of God, of Great Britain, France, 
and ireland, King, Defender of the faith, &c. Having un- 
dertaken, for the glory of God, and advancement of the 
Christian faith, and the honor of our King and country, a 
voyage to plant the first colony in the northern parts of 
Virginia; do by these presents solemnly and mutually, in 
the presence of God and one another, covenant and com- 
bine ourselves together into a civil body politic, for our bet 
ter ordering and preservation, and furtherance of the ends 
aforesaid. And by virtue bercof, do enact, constitute, and 
frame such just and equal laws, ordinances, acts, constitu- 
tions, and officers, from time to time, as shall be thought 
most meet and convenient for the general good of the col- 
ony; unto which we promise all due submission and obe 
dience. In witness whereof we have hereunto subscribed 
our names, at Cape Cod, the eleventh of November, in the 
reign of our sovereign Lord King James, of England, France 
and Ireland, the eighteenth, and of Scotland the fifty-fourth, 
Anno Dom. 1620.” 

A sight like this the world had never seen, ana 
such again the sun will never look upon. By that 
deed alone the Pilgrim fathers are immortalized. 
‘he Mayflower became classic, like the bark of 
Eneas, and around her cluster associations of 
more romantic interest than the proudest galley 
of the Argonauts, or the noblest of the fleets of 
Cesar could ever boast. 

I could not reach the theme if I were to attempt 
the eulogy of the Pilgrims. They need not my 
defense. Some words of pious recollection of 
their deeds, and their results, are all that the time 
will allow. Their history is the more attractive 
because it is the record of humble efforts and sma!] 
beginnings. It becomes illustrious when regarded 
in the light of its results. If this our nation has 
thus far in its course gone onward and upward, 
and we haveattained a pinnacle of greatness which 
lifts its fair proportions to attract the admiration 
of the world, it is not too much to claim that the 
essential elements of that greatness spring from 
the germ which they planted. 

The fathers of New England owe their celeb- 
rity, not so much to the circumstances in which 
they were thrown, as to the fact that they were 
equal to those circumstances, They were no or- 
dinary men who were able to establish new forms 
of society, to develop new principles of govern- 
ment, and to open new sources of human happi- 
ness and human improvement; and all these, in 
the face of most adverse and discouraging circum- 
stances. The project of exploring a home ina 
foreign wilderness, a home for delicate women 
and children, was a daring enterprise in the sev- 
enteenth century, when the experiment was new. 
By weak minds it would be deemed absurd, and 
to common men it would seem rash and visionary. 
But to them it presented an object congenial with 
the brawny strength of their intellectual powers, 
and precisely suited to their lofty aspirations and 
sublime daring. 

Our fathers were the true progressives of their 
dav. They were not the slaves of precedent, but 
they despised not the wisdom of the past; they 
on small reverence to usage and prescription, 
nut yielded themselves ever to truth and right. 
The principle announced by Robinson for their 
guidance in religious matters was exemplified yet 
more perfectly in their science of government. 
Unflinching in their loyalty to well-ascertained 
principles intelligently embraced, they reverenced 
them as supreme, and used a wise policy in the 
selection and prosecution of the measures neces- 
sary to develop them, and to secure their ascend- 
ency. To them we owe it that we have free elec- 
tions in pace of hereditary rule—that the privilege 
of birth has given place to equality before the law; 
that the power to transmit vast accumulations of 
wealth in perpetuity is done away; that military 
organizations are composed of citizens themselves; 
that arbitrary exactions are superseded by a sys- 
tem of taxation by which the revenues of Govern- 
ments are provided by the voluntary assent of 
the people; and, above all, the system of free and 
universal education was of their origination. They 
reposed their hopes for institutions like these in 
the virtue and intelligence of the people. Invested 
with these attributes, they inaugurated the sov- 
ereignty of the people, and placed the scepter of 
power irrevocably in their hands. The first orna- 


ments of every plantation were the church and || President pro tempore to 


} 
| 
| 
| 
} 


j 


the school house. And, from these points of light, | 
have radiated the glory which sparkles in the 
diadem of our national greatness. 
The memory of the men who originated the | 
system which has produced such results, is safe 
from the assaults of men less illustrious than them- | 





selves. Their children think they best honor them 


| been equal benefactors to their race, ere they blush | 


when they seek to imitate their example, and will | 
ever be ready to defend their fair fame. They 
ask to be pointed to some other ancestry who have 


at the sneer of ignorance, or quail before the rail- 
ings of the calumniator when directed against their | 
revered names. They are content with the worid’s 
verdict, and the almost unanimous applause of 
their kind. The rancor of saslenal hate ex- 
hausts itself in vain. The memory of the men, 
and the principles associated with Plymouth Rock, 
must endure forever. —~ 

Mr. HILL obtained the floor, but yielded it to 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, who moved that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Bocock reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the state of the Union | 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the bill (H. R. No. 306) to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriation for the service of the fiscal year | 
ending the 30th of June, 1858, and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. JOHN COCH- 
RANE, (at half past four o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned until Monday next. 

IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 29, 1858. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. | 


On the appearance of a quorum, at sixteen min- 








| utes past twelve o’clock, 


| Senators will be pleased to prepare their ballots 


ballots cast is 41, of which 21 are necessary to a | 


Wixi Hickey, Esq., Chief Clerk (in the ab- 
sence of the Secretary, occasioned by sickness) 
called the Senate to order. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Senators, perhaps it is 
yroper that I should explain the cause of the de- 
ay in the organization of the Senate this morn- 
ing. I will state to the Senate that I received a 
communication from the Vice President, Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE, informing me that he was com- 
pelled to return to his family in the South, and | 
that he expected to leave this morning. I have 
delayed calling the Senate to order to be assured 
that he has left, and I think there can now be no 
question of the fact. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I can state that 
he has left; for I went with him to the boat. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will state further that, 
as the Senate is well aware, | was honored with 
their confidence at the opening of the session, and 
1 know it to be the opinion of many Senators that 
the President pro tempore elected at the opening 
of the session remains in office during that session. 
I have inguired, however, of those who are inti- 
mately conversant with the practice, and who un- 
derstand the history of the manner in which this 
officer is elected, and the prevailing opinion is that 
when you elect a President pro tempore, the ap- 
pearance of the Vice President vacates that elec- 
tion; and when he vacates the chair again, the | 
Senate has to proceed to elect another presiding 
officer. It now devolves on the Senate to elect a 
presiding officer. 

The Curer Cierk. As the Constitution of the 
United States requires the election of a President 
pro tempore in the absence of the Vice President, 


for the election. ‘ 
The ballots having been collected and can- 
vassed, the result was announced, as follows: 
Whole number of votes cast, 41. Necessary to. 
a choice, 21; of which— 
Hon. Benjamin Fitzpatrick received............++.28 


Hon. William Pitt Fessenden ..........csceseeeeeee12 
Bae, SNE BROT 00.00 banc ccccccccsesccscceses & 


The Carer Crierx. The whole number of 


choice. Of the whole number, Mr. Firzparrick | 


‘has received 28, Mr. Fessenpen 12, and Mr. | 


Hamuw 1; 80 that Mr. Firzparrickis duly elected 
President pro tempore of the Senate. Mr. Suwe.. 
and Mr. ane will be 


leased to conduct the 
o abelr. | 
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The PRESIDENT tempore, having be. 

conducted to the chain elas Senators, [sere 
my grateful acknowledgments for this renewal po 
your confidence; and beg to assure you that | 
shall impartially, and to the best of my abilit 

discharge the duties of the situation to which y.’ 
have called me. The Journal of Thursda 7 
be read. y wil 


The Journal of Thursday was read and approved 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. PUGH presented a petition of Citizens 


Sandusky county, Ohio, praying that a sate 
may be granted to each of the surviving officers 
an 


soldiers who have been in the regular or 
volunteer service of the United States since the 
Ist day of January, 1848; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. , 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that a quarter section 
of land may be granted to actual settlers jn the 
proposed Territory of Arizona, including the right 
to the minerals in the soil. upon the same condj. 
tions that lands are granted in the other Terri. 
tories and States; which were referred to the Com. 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of members of 
the bar and others, at Toledo, Ohio, praying that 
aterm of the United States district and circuit 
courts for the northern district of Ohio, may be 
held at Toledo; which was referred to the Com. 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of Cp. 
cinnati, Ohio, praying that a system of instruc- 
tion may be introduced on board the United States 
ships-of-war, asa means of improving the person- 
nel of the Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Cleveland, Shio, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the law establishing the Light-House Board; 
which was referred to the Committee on C:n)- 
merce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at the 
State military convention, held in the city of 
Columbus, Ohio, on the 19th of January, 1858, 
relative to the officering of the four additional regi- 


_ments recommended by the President in his mes- 
_ sage in December last; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 


He also presented additional papers in relation 
to claims to lands lying within the Muncie Reser- 
vation, in the Territory of Kansas; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRODERICK presented resolutions of the 


| Legislature of California, against the renewal of 


_ the present contract with the Atlantic and Pacific 


| letting of two 


Mail ene Companies, and in favor of the 

istinct weekly mail contracts, on 

separate routes, to two distinct companies; which 

were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES presented a resolution of the Le- 


| gislature of Iowa, in favor of the enactment of a 


| ferred to the 





law legalizing certain locations of land under land 

warrants for which more than one dollar and twen- 

ty-five cents ee acre was paid; which was re- 
ommittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Iowa, in favor of the establishment of cer- 
tain mail routes in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. GWIN presented a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of California, in favor of the cession to 
that State of the Monterey redoubt, for the estab- 


| lishment of a military school, or for other pur- 
pores of education; which was referred to the 


ommittee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

He also presented the petition of David D. 
Porter, a lieutenant in the Navy, praying for the 
settlement, upon principles of equity, of his ac- 
counts for certain secret services performed by 
him in the island of St. Domingo, under an order 
of the Secretary of the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Alexander 
Copeland, praying for confirmation of his title 
certain lands in the county of Sonora, in Califor- 
nia; which was referred to the Committee 0? 
Private Land Claims. + f 

Mr. KING presented a petition of citizens © 
New York, praying that the public lands may be 
granted free of cost, in farms or lots, to actu 
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s only; which was referred to the Commit- 


ttler 
on on Public Lands. ws 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
Cassandra S. Witherell, praying that a land war- 
ay be issued to the heirs of her late father, 
General Hugh Brady, of the United States 
which was referre 

Land Claims. 
Beg AMLIN presented the petition of Han- 
nah Thompson, praying that her pension may be 
continued; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee, presented a 

tition of citizens of Detroit, Michigan, prayin 
that the public lands may cease to be considere 
q source of public revenue, and that hereafter all 
entries thereof may be confined to actual settlers; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. POLK presented a petition of citizens of 
the city and county of St. Louis, Missouri, pray- 
ing for the organization of the Territory of Ari- 
zona, and that lands may be granted to actual 
settlers therein; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Bev- 
erly Diggs, late an officer in the revenue service, 
praying for some relief in consideration of his 
having been, as he alleges, without cause, dis- 
missed from the service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Healso presented the petition of Ann E. Smoot, 
widow of Joseph Smoot, late a captain in the 
Navy, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of A. G. Allen, 
late navy agent at Washington, District of Co- 
jumbia, praying to be allowed additional compen- 
sation for disbursements to officers and others 
entitled by law to extra pay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. KING, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Agnes Slacke 


rant m 
Major 


Army; to the Committee on 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 84) 
to provide for the better regulation of night sig- 
| nals on board of sail vessels navigating the north - | 


| western lakes and their tributaries, and for other 


pues reported it with amendments. 
e 


also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred: the bill (S. No. 138) further to pro- 


| vide for the safety of passengers on steam vessels, 
reported it with amendments. 


Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, | 


to whom was referred the petition of J. W. Sulli- 
van, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads; which was 
agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was | 


referred the petition of Bacchus Webster, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of A. L. Pennock and 
George Pennock, asked to be discharged from its 


further consideration, and that it be referred to the | 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Findley Patterson, 
reported the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the petition of Findley Patterson, praying 
to be allowed for work done in the erection of the capitol 
of Kansas, at Lecompton, under a contract with the Gov- 
ernor of that Territory, and indemnity for losses sustained 
in consequence of the suspension of the work, together 


with the papers in the case, be referred to the Court of | 


| Claims for the action of that tribunal. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 


|| dian Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 


and the heirs of De Repentigny be withdrawn from the files | 


and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Oliver Towles and others. 
heirs of Captain Oliver Towles, deceased, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Lemuel Worster, on the 
files ofthe Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A REPORT. 
Mr. YULEE. At the request of the parties 


of D. Meriwether, submitted an adverse report. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, || 


by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 


ouse had passed, without amendment, Senate 


bill to create additional land districts in the State 
of California, and for other purposes. 


SHIP BILLS OF SALE. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following rese- 


| lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, and agreed to: 


| to inquire into the expediency of amending the law relating 


concerned, I ask that the adverse report hereto- | 


fore made at this session by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, in the case of 
William Moss, be recommitted. I will state that 
I have no authority from the committee to make 
this motion, nor has anything occurred to change 
the view of the committee thus far; but, at the 
suggestion of the Senator representing the State 
from which the parties come, I move the recom- 
mittal, with a view of affording them an opportu- 
nity of presenting the further testimony and fur- 
ther considerations, which they think may prevail 
with the committee to change their opinions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HENDERSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
214) to provide for the compensation of the judges 
of the district courts of the United States for the 
two districts in the State of Texas, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KENNEDY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
215) for the relief of the executor of Brevet Brig- 
adier General James Bankhead, late of the United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and Militia. 

Mr. YULEE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution 
(S. No. 25) explanatory and amendatory of the 
resolution approved March 1, 1845, entitled “A 
resolution amendatory of the resolution passed 
April 30, 1854, respecting the application of cer- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 


to recording bills of sale of vessels, passed July 29, 1850. 
MAJOR JEREMIAH Y. DASHIELL. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I appeal to the 
courtesy of the Senate to indulge me by taking 
up and passing now the bill (S. No. 202) for the 
relief of Major Jeremiah Y. Dashiell, paymaster 
in the United States Army. It is to indemnify 
him for the loss of some $20,000 of money of the 
United States, which was in his possession. The 
loss occurred in landing him in a yawl on the 
coast of Florida. All the facts are proved. The 
yawl was upset in crossing the bar. The pas- 
sengers in the yaw! with Mr. Dashiell, and his 


|| son among the rest, clung to the wreck for an 


| mittee of the Whole. 


| hour before they were relieved. They came very 


near being lost. The money, which was ina 
leather valise, was lost on the upsetting of the 
yawl. Every effort has been made to recover it 
since, but it has been found impossible; and the 
amount stands charged against_him on the books 
of the Department. It is a case of peculiar hard- 
ship, and the committee are entirely satisfied that 
relief ought to be granted to him against any fur- 
ther responsibility on this account. I ask the con- 
sent of the Senate to pass the bill now, so that 
he may obtain that relief which, if delayed much 
 % he cannot get. 
he motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
It directs the a 
officers, in settling the accounts of Major Dashiell, 
as paymaster in the Army, tocredit him with the 
sum of $23,115; that being the amount of public 


money accidentally lost by him on the Ist day of 


May, 1857, in attempting to cross the bar of In- 
dian river, Florida, for the purpose of paying the 


tain appropriations heretofore made;’” which was || troops at Fort Capron, in that State. 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia. 


The troops stationed on and near Indian river in 


| Florida were in arrears of pay from two to six 
| months in April, 1857, and Major Dashiell, in the 


due performance of his duty as paymaster of the 


| district, drew from the assistant treasurer at 
| Charleston, South Carolina, the sum of $23,115, 


| 


| 





| which was placed in a leathern 








ordinarily used 


| and put in charge of an escort, There were two 
routes by which 
Fort Capron, one by sea, an 
route) partly by land and partly by water; an‘ 
| the latter route, owing to the shallowness of the 
| water, as well as to certain outrages and massa- 
| cres which had been lately perpetrated by the In 
dians in that vicinity, was considered not only un- 
safe, but impracticable. 
fore, took the only alternative, and proceeded by 
sea, in the schooner William and John, to the . 
| mouth of Indian river; when he arrived there, act- 
| ing under the advice of the captain of the vessel, 
who had six years’ experience of the bar at the 
| mouth of the river, he, with his son, proceeded to 
|land. The bag containig the funds, which was 
| duly identified by size, weight, and appearance, 
| was lowered into the Sean 
| purpose from the iron safe in which it had been 
|| deposited. 
| of several vessels who were 
| vorable state for landing, and that it was so con- 
|| sidered by Major Dashiell, appears from the fact 
that himself and son unhesitatingly accompanied 
the treasure in its transit to the shore. 


to reach his pt of destination, 
the other (the river 


Major Dashiell, there- 


eing taken for that 


The bar, as appears from the officers 
resent, was in a fa- 


It further appears that, while crossing the bar, 


|| the yawl boat which contained the party was sud- 
denly capsized by a cross-breaker, and the bag 
containing the funds sunk. Major Dashiell, his 
son, and the crew, after clinging to the bottom 
of the boat for more than an hour, in imminent 
|| peril, were rescued by the boat of one of the ves- 
sels near by. Immediately after his rescue he ap- 
| plied for a guard to watch the spot, which was 
| furnished by the commanding officer of the post, 
| and took prompt and active measures to recover 
the money. A large reward was offered, and the 
| most strenuous and constant endeavors made by 
the major and others to recover the treasure; but 
owing to the high winds and heavy seas which 
| then prevailed for several days, these attempts 
met with no success; and he was finally compelled, 
with reluctance to abandon the search. The guard, 
however, remained, and the attempts to recover 
the funds were continued by the commanding of- 
ficer of the post, but without a favorable result. 


The Military Committee are of opinion that the 


funds in charge of Major Dashiell, the property 
of the United States, were lost by an unforeseen 
and unavoidable accident, and that the loss was 
in no manner due to negligence or want of proper 
precautions on his part. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


DEPARTMENTAL MESSENGERS. 
Mr. YULEE. There is a joint resolution on 


the table, reported from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, some timeago, which 
I ask the Senate now to take up and consider. It 
is a very small matter, and will require no discus- 
sion. 
struction of a joint resolution passed at the last 
Congress. 


t is intended only to prevent the miscon- 


The Senate proceeded as in Committee of the 


Whole, toconsider the joint resolution,(S.No.17,) 
explanatory of the ‘joint resolution, giving an 
increased compensation to all laborers in the em- 
| ployment of the executive and legislative depart- 
ments of the Government in the cit 

—, approved 18th August, 1856. 


of Wash- 


t provides that the joint resolution of 18th 


August, 1856, which provides that there shall be 
** one — messenger in each of the bureaus 
of the severa 

salary of $840 each,”’ shall be understood to em- 
brace within its true scope and meaning the offices 
of the three Assistant Postmasters 
cout each toa messenger at an annual salary of 

40. 


Executive Departments, at an annual 
neral, en- 


Mr. YULEE. The correction of the construc- 


|| tion which is proposed by this resolution con- 
| forms to the intention of the Finance Committee, 


as I learn from the chairman of that committee, in 
reporting the original resolution at the laat Con- 
gress. 


his is designed to give effect to the res- 
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olution passed by the last Congress, which was 
intended by the committee that reported it. ' 

Mr. HUNTER. I had always supposed that | 
the Assistant Postmasters General were atthe head | 
of bureaus, Undoubtedly they are. I do not | 
know why this construction was given; but this | 
resolution is proper, in order to do justice. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAJOR JAMES L. DONALDSON,. 


On motion of Mr. KENNEDY, the bill (S. No. 
145) for the relief of Brevet Major James L. Don- 
aldson, assistant quartermaster United States 
Army, was read a firstand second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides for the allowance to Brevet Major 
James L. Donaldson, of a credit for the sum of 
$400, being the amount of public funds stolen 
while in his possession as acting assistant quar- 
termaster of the Army, near Monterey, in Mex- 
ico, on the 10th of October, 1846. 

The petitioner was acting assistant quarter- 
master at Walnut Springs, before the city of 
Monterey, Mexico, after the city was taken by 
the American Army, (in the month of September, 
1846,) and as such had in his possession public 
funds to theamount of $400, which he keptina box 
or chest in his tent, this being the only means he 
had of keeping it. On the 10th of October, 1846, 
he had occasion to go to Monterey with Captain 
Webster, the officer in command, on official busi- 
ness, and left his tentin charge of a sentinel; dur- 
ing his absence his tent was entered in the rear 
and the money stolen, and although the most dil- 
igent search was immediately made, the funds 
have not been found, though the box was after- 
wards discovered in the neighboring bushes rifled 
of the money. Lieutenant Bowen, who occupied 
the same tent, corroborates the statement of the 
petitioner as to the circumstances of the robbery, 
and gives it as his opinion that the amount lost 
was $400. The testimony of the commanding 
officer and of the non-commissioned officers and 
privates all support Major Donaldson’s statement; 
and the Committee on Military Affairs being sat- 
isfied that the money was lost without any negli- 
gence or fraud on the part of the petitioner, report 
a bill for his relief. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Aten, its Clerk, anrounced that its 
Speaker had signed an enrolled bill to create addi- 
tional land districts in the State of California and 
tor other purposes; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 

CAPTAIN CHARLES G. RIDGELY. 

On motion of Mr. KENNEDY, the bill (S. No. 
144) for the relief of Captain Charles G, Ridgely, 
of the United States Navy, was read a second time 
and considered as in Commitice of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to Captain Charles 
G. Ridgely of $6,000 for extraordinary expenses 
incurred when he commanded the United States 
squadren in the Pacific ocean, in the years 1820 | 
and 1821, in receiving and entertaining on board | 
of hts ship the head officers of the Governments 


in whose ports he was, who were compelled to |. 


seek a temporary refuge under the flag of the 
United States, and for other extraordinary ex- | 
penses which he incurred in the execution of the 

orders of the Navy Department. 

Mr. BIGGS. [ask for the reading of the re- | 
port in that case. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report made | 
by Mr. Pox from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, but was interrupted at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair | 
will remark to the Senate that the hour has ar- 
rived for the consideration of the special order, 
and this bill cannet be further proceeded with, 
unless by an order of the Senate. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Lam inclined to think there | 
will be no objection raised to it atall. The bill | 
has passed the Senate, as well as the lower House, | 
on several occasions. There has been no objec- | 
tion to it before, and | think it can be disposed 
of ina few moments. | move, therefore, that the | 
special order be passed over for a short time. 


/ment was made to be satisfied of that fact. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


Mr. STUART. I think it will be hardly worth | 
while to do that. From the reading of the report, | 


so far as it has gone, there is no evidence of the 


amount of expenditure at all; and, at all events, | 


it seems to me that it is likely to involve more or 
less of discussion. 
Senator that he can take it up any other morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It lies over, 
under the rule, the hour having arrived for the 
consideration of the special order, which is the 
bill for the admission of the State of Minnesota. 


ADMISSION OF MINNESOTA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 86) 
for the admission of the State of Minnesota into 
the Union, the pending question being on the 
amendment offered by Mr. Mason, in section two 
to strike out all after the word ‘* Representative’’ 
in line two, to the end of the section, and insert 
‘*in the Congress of the United States,’’ so that 
the section will read: 

That the said State shall be entitled to one Representa- 
tive in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that there is 
much reason for the adoption of thisamendment. 
This new State can claim no more than the other 
States. It can only ask to be puton a footing of 
equality with the other States. What would be 
a footing of equality? lt would be this: if the ap- 
portionment had to be made now, we should di- 
vide the total federal numbers by two hundred 
and thirty-three; and we should apply the ratio 
thus obtained to Minnesota In common with all 
the other States. She wouldthus be represented 
proportionately to the others with regard to her 
population. We can only come at it conjecturally; 
but if we were to do that; 1f we were to take the 
federal numbers, and suppose they had increased 
at the rate of three and one third per cent. annu- 
ally, which is about the average rate of increase 


| of our population, as shown by the last census, 


it would be found, I think, that the ratio would 
be somewhere about.one hundred thousand, or a 
little over. If we apply that ratio to the actual 
census (and we can have no other safeguard than 
the census taken according to law) it would leave 
a fraction, not equal to half the ratio, and she cer- 
tainly would not be entitled to be represented for 
her fraction. I think, therefore, that one mem- 
ber is as muchas she can be entitied to, under 
any fair view of the case. For these reasons | 
shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senate is disposed to vote 
on the question I will desist; otherwise I should 
like to make some reply to the suggestions made 
by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] and 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] 
at the last session of the Senate; but if no other 
Senator wishes to speak I will desist. [**Go 
on.’’} The burden of their argument was, that 
inasmuch as by the Constitution of the United 
States there was a general census required to be 
taken every ten years with a view to the appor- 
tionment of Representatives in the other House, 
therefore the census required by the enabling act 
of the last Congress to be taken in Minnesota is 
entitled to peculiar solemnity and even conclu- 
siveness. ‘hat 1 understand to be the weight 
of the whole argument in favor of the pending 
amendment. 

Now, sir, it is obvious, I think, or will be on 
reflection, that the regular decennial apportion- 
ment can have no manner of application to the 
case of a new State. What is the object of that 
census? It is to ascertain the population of the 
various States at the time it is taken, with a view 
to the apportionment at that time of Representa- 


tives. That was done almost or quite eight years 


ago. It is impossible for us to imagine that this 
decennial census can reach any degree of accu- 
racy, or at least can retain its accuracy for any 
length of time. But the rule never was applied 


| to the case of a new State; and itis only necessary 


to look at the manner in which the last apportion- 
As I 
understand the law, a particular number was as- 
sumed for the members of the House of Repre- 


sentatives; the House was not to exceed so many | 


members,and that number was apportioned among 
the States then in the Union. The very principle 
of that apportionment excludes its application to 
any new State. [t can have no manner of appli- 


\ cation; and no legitimate argument, in my judg- | 


| attached any importance to the decennial ¢ 


I will say to the honorable | 














olan March 29, 


ment, can be derived for that census. In fact 
in the case of all the new States, we neve 





» Sir, 
r have 


E ensus, 
I do not mean to say that the ratio ascertained jy, 


that act ought not to be regarded, though I gay ; 
is not conclusive. But when it is sought from i‘ 
circumstances of the last census, and from the rails 
then ascertained, to carry forward the om, 
to the point of asserting that the census of Min. 
nesota, taken under the enabling act of the =f 
Congress, stands on the footing of the decennial 
census, and is entitled to the same controlling 
force, it seems to me that the inference entirely 
fails. y 

Why, sir, not so far as I can ascertain or have 
ever heard, has there been a census taken jn the 
case of any new State except this one. This is 
the first instance. We have settled the represent. 
ation of all the new States before this time With- 
out reference to any particular census. I do not 
mean to say that this census taken in Minnesota 
ought not to be regarded; but I say that it is not 
conclusive, and that it does not stand on the same 
foundation with the regular decennial census, |; 
seems to me, therefore, that the line of argument 
pursued by the Senator from Virginia, not now iy 
his seat, [Mr. Mason, ] and the Senator from Kep. 
tucky, [Mr. Crirrenven,] is completely broken 


| by the suggestion of those two facts. 


Now, on what principles are we to deal with 


| this discussion? For the first time, so far as I am 
| aware, in an enabling act Congress required a 


census tobe taken in Minnesota. Has that census 
been truly taken? That is the question. If it has 
been truly taken it ought to bind us; but here the 
Committee on Territories—I think a majority of 


| them, certainly several members—have stated to 
| us, that from the evidence in their possession, 


they are satisfied the census was not a fair one; 


| thatin many places the deputy marshals threw the 


returns into the fire;thatin other districts of coun- 


| try they did not pretend to complete them; that 
| in still others they made it a mere formal matter, 


adding a few names; and the constitutional con- 
vention, or rather this double-headed convention 


| in Minnesota, from the information which its 


members had, and from official documents, I sup- 


| pose laid before them from the authorities of the 
Territory or some other sources, arrived at the 
| conclusion that the population of Minnesota was 


much larger than the official returns of the census 
showed. I do not presume there can be a reason- 
able question of that. I think that Minnesota has 
far more population than would entitle her to two 
Representatives according to the ratio established 
by the last census. 

My friend, the Senator from Kentucky, thought 
we ought to regard the fact that our States have 
been increasing in population since the last cen- 
sus; that we should be entitled to an increased 
represengation; and therefore, we ought to restrain 
Minnesota. Well, sir, no doubt, in some sections 
of the Union, there has been an increase of pop- 
ulation since the census, and probably a right to 
an increased representation; Cut that is not the 


| case in all parts of the Union; I will undertake to 


say that itis not the case in a majority of the 
States of the Union. It is not the case with any 
of the Atlantic States. Their population has de- 
creased since the last census; | do not know but 
that the population of the State of Ohio has de- 
creased since the last census, in proportion to the 
whole Union. It has decreased by the emigra- 
tion westward. Hundreds and thousands of the 
very persons who have been enumerated in Mui- 
nesota, were citizens of the other States; and they 
aided, when their names were registered in the 
census, in sending Representatives from other 
States to the House of Representatives. We 
ought to consider that the largest proportion ol 
the actual residents of Minnesota are emigrants 
from the old States; that they are no longer any 
portion of the political communities to whom re} 
resentation is assigned, and that many States are 
having a disproportionate representation in the 
ether tones by reason of thig very emigration. 

There was a little controversy, not an unpleas- 
ant one, but a little discussion, between the Sen- 
ator fram Virginia, not now in his seat, and the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Poxx,] the other 
day, in reference to the character of the popula- 
tion of Minnesota; and it disclosed the dillerence 
between the residences of those two Senators. 
The Senator from Virginia is from an old settled 
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community. My friend, the Senator from Mis- 


souri, is from a new country; and he understood 
much better than the Senator from Virginia what 
.as the character of this population. The great | 
bulk of the settlers of Minnesota—I mean the 
agricultural portion of them—have gone there for 
the purpose of clearing their farms and building 
their cabins. They have not yet taken their wives 
and their children, because it is not the habit of 
the agricultural population, at least in the north- 
orn and middie States, when they migrate, to take 
their families with them, until they have provided 
homes for them. The residence of these people | 
is in Minnesota; they intend that their families 
shall be there; and itis only because they have 
not yet fully prepared their homes that their fam- 
ies are nolnow inthem, Yet this census has 
been taken in such a way as to exclude a large 
portion of that which will be the population of 
Minnesota. The Senator from Virginia thought | 
that most of the settlers were young men and un- 
married. Probably in the towns that may be true 
to agreat extent; but the character of the agri- | 
cultural population which migrates to the West is 
not that. A young farmer marries his wife, and 
then he goes out to the West to locate his farm. 
It seems to me, therefore, that we have no con- 
stitutional obligation, as the Senator from Vir- 
zinia seems to think, atall on the subject, except 
that we shall not give an undue representation to 
any State, new or old. We are pursuing the pol- 
icy which has always been pursued with the new 
States, looking upon them as rapidly increasing 
in population, taking notice of the fact that of the 
families, of the women and children, who will 
inhabit the State, very few of them are there at 
present. Congress has always dealt liberally by 
them; and if Congress does not deal liberally by 
Minnesota, she will make an exception. 
But it is suggested, in addition, that there will 


Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Missouri was 
satisfied, and the Senator from Illinois was satis- 
fied, as to the real number of the population, and 
the imperfection of the census. I take it, their 
means of information are greater than mine. 


| They correspond with all that | have ever heard 
| as to the population of this new State. 


| executed on her part. 
| require of us a perfect census. 


This enabling act has a double aspect. The 
enabling act is a contract on both sides. When 
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one of the Senators elect from Minnesota pre- | 


sented his credentials, some weeks ago, and de- || 


manded to be sworn in, on the ground that Min- 
nesota had complied with the conditions of the 


| 


enabling act, and was therefore entitled to admis- | 


sion, we rejected his application because there 
was such informality in the proceedings of the 
State, that we denied that the contract had been 
Minnesota had a right to 
That is a condi- 
tion which we agreed to perform. We took this 
census; she did not; we took it by marshals of 


it is shown to us substantially that, from the lack 


| the United States; it was not her act; and when | 


| of proper compensation for our own officers, or | 


from the neglect of our own officers, or from the 
difficulty of the work to be performed, we on our 
side have not given Minnesota an honest census, 
the least we can do is to allow her constitutional 
convention to act for the present, and then adopt 


| the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia, [|Mr. 
| Toomss,]} and give her a new census, and appor- 
| tion her representation finally according to the 
| result of a true census. 


These are the reasons which will induce me, 


| as I said before, to vote against every proposition 


which restricts Minnesota to one Representative. 


| | believe she is fairly entitled to three Represent- 
| atives, and I shall vote to give her three. 


If the 


| Senate does not agree to give her three, I shall 
£ ’ 


be very great injury to the southern section of the || 


Union by giving more than one Representative to 
Minnesota. I would not allude to this, for I be- 
lieve | am as little in the habit of alluding to sec- | 
tional arguments as almost any Senator on the_ 
floor, but inasmuch as several gentlemen from 
the South have alluded to it, I feel at liberty to | 
speak on that point. Now, sir, the Senate has 
assed a bill for the admission of Kansas into the 
Saioe. I do not suppose that any one seriously 
pretends that there are more than fifty thousand | 
people in Kansas. I doubtif there are. There 
are certainly not ninety thousand; I think it will 
not be pretended by any one that there are eighty 
thousand; yet we give her one Representative in 
the other House. When we come to the case of 
Minnesota, we find that she has an actual popu- 
lation, according to this census, of one hundred 
and fifty thousand, and according to the best evi- | 
dence we can get showing the insufficiency of this | 
census, and referring, therefore, to other sources | 
of information, her population is brought up to | 
nearly or quite two hundred thousand people: 
can gentlemen complain of unfairness in allowing 
her three members? What would be more unfair 
than that Kansas, if she is to be a slaveholding 
State, (and I do not care whether she is such or 
not, if her people wish her to be so,) should be 
represented in the other House by one Represent- 
ative, and the great empire of Minnesota be rep- | 
resented only by one? I am no enemy to the 
extension of the institutions of either section of 
the Union; I want them to go wherever the people | 
wish to have them; but I object to the Procrustean 
system, that because one of them is not developed | 


quite as fast as the other, that other shall have || 


this absolute and arbitrary rule applied to her. | 
Minnesota has three times, four times, five times, | 
the population of Kansas, and she ought to have 
her full representation, and she ought not to be | 
reduced down. My own conclusion is from the 
information derived from the Committee on Ter- | 
ritories, and from other sources, that this census 
which was ordered to be taken by the enabling 
act of Congress was never perfectly taken. 

Mr. COLLAMER. There was no information 
whatever before the committee, except the census. 

Mr. PUGH. [understood the Senator from 
Missouri, (Mr. Green,] the other day, to state 
that he had letters and papers in his drawer 
showing the facts I have stated. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I do not know what he has | 
got. The committee had no information on the 
subject except the census. 





| resentation. 


then vote fortwo. Ishall vote for the most that 
I can carry. 
three, and I hope the Senate will allow them. 
Mr. FITCH. The restriction proposed to be 
imposed by the amendment is wrong; and I am 
very sure if the Senator from Virginia knew as 
much of the population of Minnesota as other 
Senators do, he never would have moved it. The 
Senator from Ohio has well said that the defect of 


the census was our own fault; the fault of the | 


Government. It wasentirely so. The enabling 
act provided, it is true, that a census should be 
taken; but it provided no means for taking it; and 
I understand that the convention which framed 
the constitution now before us, asked that instruc- 
tions and blanks, and other means for taking the 
census, might be sent to the Government officers 


|| in the Territory; but their request never was com- 


plied with. It was utterly impossible, therefore, 
that any perfect census should be taken. 


was taken. One half, or nearly half, the returns 


are simply estimates made by the assistant mar- | 


shals in their rooms, without taking the field to 


| ascertain the exact number of inhabitants. 


This was well understood by the merabers of 


the constitutional convention, and they, conse- || 
| quently, hoping for more correct returns, post- 
| poned their own local apportionment until the last 
| moment, until the constitution was framed in other 
|| respects, and it became absolutely essential that 


they should agree on some manner of apportion- 
ing the prospective State for its local or State rep- 
They made this apportionment on 
knowledge possessed by the members of the con- 
vention—members who had come up fresh from 


every portion of the Territory, and who were in- | 
finitely better judges of the amount of population | 
than the deputy marshals, who never went, in || 


several instances, beyond their own dwellings to 
ascertain the number of inhabitants. 
bers of the convention made their estimate upon 
their own personal knowledge, and by compari- 
son of notes on the part of those from different 
portions of the Territory; and there is a sufli- 
ciency of local jealousy there to prevent any one 


portion of the Territory obtaining any undue in- || 


fluence or advantage in representation over the 
others. 
véntion consisted, in fact, of two bodies. They 
had their mutual political as well as local preju- 
dices. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask permission of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana to interrupt him for a moment. 

Mr. FITCH. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. 


I think she is entitled to the whole | 


None | 


The mem- | 


It is known that the constitutional con- | 
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Vermont to express himself as having forgotten 
that there was any evidence before the committee 

| showing that returns had been burned by deputy 
marshals, or that any refused to act. I wish to 


| call attention to a letter, a copy of which was sent 


| to us, and was before our committee, previous 


| to the time when this bill was reported. I will 
| read it: 


Orrice or THe Unrrep States MaRsHAL, 
| Sr. Pavt, Minnesota, December 23, 1857. 
Str : T have forwarded to your Department, as by instruc- 
| tions, the census returns of the different counties of the 


Taney as they have been received and examined at this 
office. 


No returns have yet been received from the counties of 
Mower, Waseca, Nicollet, Le Sueur, Sibley, Manomia 
Pierce, Cass, Mille Lac, ltasea, Pembina, and a part of 
Fillmore—nearly one half of the Territory, geographically, 
and embracing an area of thirty-uhree thousand two hundred 
and eighty-six square miles. 

Every exertion has been made on my part to get through 
with the census of the Territory, and report finally upon it 
before the meeting of Congress. Many causes have oper- 
ated to produce the delay. The work was commenced too 
| late in the season for a latitude like this, where traveling in 
the winter over northern prairies is a matter both difficult 
and hazardous. It was, moreover, very difficult to get 
proper and competent officers to undertake the work, tor 


| the compensation provided by the law of Congress for the 
} census of 1850, ; 


| In many counties of large extent and few inhabitants, 
| the compensation will not more than cover, if it does at all, 
| the traveling expenses of the assistants. The expense is 
necessarily much greater in this Territory than in the 
States. Several of the assistants who commenced the 
| work, threw it up, some on account of the inadequate com- 
| pensation, others trom sickness and business engagements. 
| ‘The assistant for Sibley county, after being engaged in mak- 
ing the enumeration for more than a month, refused to make 
his returns, and burned them, rather than the Government 
should have them forthe pay. All of these causes have 
made my returns backward. I have written, however, and 
sent to the assistants of the counties not heard from, and 
| appointed new ones in those counties, and will forward re 
turns as soon as they are received and examined. ft would 
respectfully request that an appropriation be made to de- 
fray the expense of this census in a more liberal rule than 
that of 1850. : 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM R. GERE, 
United States Marshal. 
|| Hon. Jacos Tuompson, Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. COLLAMER. There is no intimation that 
| those returns, so far as they went, were not all 
good. There were some counties he had not yet 
finished, several of which he has since returned. 
Mr. FITCH. The writer of that letter himself 
states that there is very little reliance to be placed 
on the census, and the reason he alleges for an 
imperfect census should satisfy any one that no 
| reliance can be placed upon it, 
Mr. COLLAMER. He does not say that no 
| reliance can be placed upon it. . 
|| Mr. FITCH. Bat there is enough in his letter 
| to warrant our inference that it is entitled to no 
reliance. The census was imperfectly taken, as 
the officer under whose direction it was taken 
informs us. The estimates on which the conven- 
tion acted were made by representatives from every 
portion of the Territory, who must be assumed 
to be acquainted with almost every voter within 
| their several precincts. They had no motive for 
'| over-estimating the population; they could have 
none; and even if a representative in some par- 
| ticular locality in the Territory had such motive, 
| the motive would be suspected, and his action 
counteracted by jealousy on the part of the rep- 
| resentatives from other localities. 
It has been my good fortune to have traversed 
a considerable portion of the Territory at the time 
this census was being taken; and, therefore, I can 
| speak from personal observation of the manner in 
which it was taken, and likewise from personal 
observation of the number of inhabitants in much 
of the Territory. I know, in the immense dis- 
tricts assigned to the deputy marshals, it would, 
even if the pay was liberal, have been quite difli- 
cult, if not impossible, for them to make the cen- 
|| sus within the time it was expected. Along the 
| borders of the rivers and the groves the popula- 
tion of a considerable portion of Minnesota is as 
| dense as that of almost any other northwestern 
‘| State. It is true that there are large districts not 
yet densely populated; but it is equally true that 
|| into those districts the tide of emigration is rap- 
idly setting, and while this bill is under discus- 
|| sion in the Senate, hundreds are being added to 
the population of that Territory. We may prop- 
erly make allewance for this increase, therefore, 
as well as for the population in being at the time 
the census purports to have been taken. 
I remember to have heard it said in the other 








| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


I understood the Senator from | House some years since by a then Representative 
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from Ohio, that not within his day, or that of the 
then Delegate from Minnesota, would the Terri- 
tory contain twenty thousand inhabitants. Well, 
sir, the prophecy came, Iam happy to say, from 
a member of the Republican party, and it was | 
consequently, from its political source, entitled | 
then to but hittle credence; and subsequent events | 
have shown that it was no exception to the usual | 
want of reliability upon statements from the same 
source. 





That Territory has before it a future, | 
and, indeed, a present, considering its age, of 
wealth, power, and prosperity, of which any State 
in the Confederacy might well be proud. Itisa 
future to arise not so much from its broad, fertile 
prairies; not so much from its numerous lakes 
and rivers, and its magnificent waterfalls, capable 
of improvement to an almostillimitable extent, as 
from the character of its inhabitants. Gentlemen 
from the northeastern States exult at the gradual 
and steady relative increase of the Republican vote 
in their States. I can see a reason for this in- 
crease, for the best of their population is rapidly 
leaving them and finding new homes in Minne- 
sota, and other northwestern States. The pop- 


| 


| being taken, if the population of the new State | 
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Representatives, we punish them for our own sin; 
for the Government failed to provide the means 


_ of taking their census, and thus threw them upon 


their own estimate in fixing their representation. 
There is no pretense that the census was fully 
taken. The marshal promises, it is true, to con- 
tinue the census, and furnish further returns here- 
after. He can never do so under the old law. 
The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Georgia, not now in his seat, [Mr. Toomss,] 
would do the other States ample justice, if they 
object to three Representatives from Minnesota 
as an undue representation in the other House, 
because it would limit that representation to one 
Congress. That amendment provides for a sub- 
sequent census, a new one; and on that census 


is found not to entitle it to three Representatives, 
it will be perfectly content with whatever a cor- 
rect census does entitle it to. But, until then, if 
we err at all—and I acknowledge no error in giv- 
ing them three—let us err on the side of magna- 


| nimity; let us err in giving them what they have 


ulation of that Territory is loyal to their govern- || 


ment, local and national. It is a law-abiding 
population, and therein contrasts remarkably with 


the population which that party, the purty repre- || 


sented by gentlemen on this floor from the north- 
east, are sending for their own political purposes 
into Kansas. The emigration to Minnesota is 
a voluntary one. Emigrants go there to seek a 
new and prosperous home. They are not sent 
there by politicians for the promotion of the pros- 
pects of some political or sectional party; and 
their conduct when they reach their new home is 
that which we would expect of good citizens. 
They are willing that their own prosperity and 
that of the land of their new home shall travel 
along pari passu. They are intelligent, industrious, 
enterprising; and you find their industry, intelli- 
gence, and enterprise directed to legitimate chan- 
nels of business. They do not go there as polli- | 
ticians, as do many to Tiana, for the promotion 


of their own political aggrandisement, or the man- || 


ufacture of political capital for their associates in 
the States. 

I have said it was my fortune to have traversed | 
a considerable portion of that Territory. [tssouth- | 
ern portion is, perhaps, with the exception of a | 
few counties, as densely populated as almostany | 
prairie counties in lowa. One can traverse one | 
week a valley or skirt agrove almost wholly un- 
inhabited, and the next week he would find towns 
and villages springing up in the same localities. 
it was asked by the Senator from Massachusetts, | 
the other day, why we should assume a certain 
amount of population? Simply, because we have | 
no other data than assumption. The same thing 
was assumed in the instance of California. We | 
have assumed a certain population in Kansas. 
There was no complete census in either of those 
cases, as there has been none in the case of Min- | 
nesota. 

We are compelled, if we would believe the local 
representatives of the Territory, to credit Minne- 
sota with some two hundred and forty-seven thou- 
sand inhabitants, and that, too, was five or six 
months ago. The intervening time has given op- | 
portunity for hundreds, if not thousands, more of | 
inhabitants to pour in there from the adjoining 


States of Wisconsin and Iowa, and, indeed from 
more remote localities; for, notwithstanding the 
close of navigation, it is notorious in the case of 
Minnesota, as it was in that of Wisconsin, that 
a heavy overland emigration continues through 
the winter, I have seen in midwinter, and in the 
muddle of as severe a winter as that climate knows, 
hundreds of emigrants, some years since, en route 
for Wisconsin, availing themselves of the very 
means which would deter, perhaps, those accus- 
tomed to a milder climate from traveling at all, 
namely, the snow and ice, and the facilities these 
gave for transporting their household gods to their 
new homes. Emigration continues, and, upon the 
opening of navigation, it will pour into the Ter- 
ritory to an extent almost incredible to one who 
has not witnessed it. 

I believe the State to be not only entitled in jus- 
tice, as compared with California and other new 
States we have admitted, to three Representatives, 
but I believe them to be absolutely and unquali- 
fiedly entitled to them by their actual amount of 
population. If we refuse them that number of 


Qo 


claimed, and deem their due, not in adhering to 
the defective census resulting from our blunders 
or omissions. Let us not array our ignorance of 
their population against their knowledge of it. 

I sincerely trust the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia will not be adopted. It will be 
doing gross injustice to a people as patriotic, as 
noble, and as loyal, as any people in this Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I undertook the other day 


| to explain why, in my view, the second section 


_ of apportionment. 








| about which we are talking was inserted in the 
| bill. 


I have not succeeded 1n obtaining the atten- 
tion of many gentlemen to it; but it seems to me 
that if my view of it is right, this amendment 
will alter nothing practically. The enabling act, it 
will be recollected, provided that a census should 
be taken, if the convention in Minnesota con- 
cluded to have a State constitution, and that they 
were to be entitled to one Representative in Con- 


gress, and as many more as that census should | 


show them to be entitled to under the present rule 
They went on to form a‘con- 


stitution, and the Secretary of the Interior, on | 


being informed that they had resolved to do so, 
the contingency having then happened which 


| made it his duty to proceed in taking the census, 


he did proceed to take it. The census had not 


been wholly returned at the time the question was | 


before the committee. Before the census was 


taken, it was provided by the eighth section, I | 
| think, of the constitution of Minnesota, that they | 
should be entitled to three Representatives in the | 


House of Representatives of the United States, 
and they directed an election for them to be made. 


Now the question arose, if an act were passed | 
| simply admitting the State, declaring that it had 
| complied with the conditions of the enabling act, 


what would be its legal effect? Would it be to 


carry out the assurances and the terms of the en- | 
abling act, such as I have repeated, or would it | 
be, by accepting that constitution and receiving | 
the State, to entitle it to the three Representatives | 
provided for in its constitution? The prevailing | 


opinion with the members of the Committee on 

erritories was, that if we simply received the 
State, it would be receiving it with the three mem- 
bers, and the act of admission being the last act 
of legislation, would entitle them to three. That 
is still my opinion. I have heard very few gen- 
tlemen controvert that opinion in any way. 

In order to carry out the assurance contained 
in the enabling act, and give what was promised 
to be given, and no more, the second section was 


put into this bill, by which it is provided that | 


they shall be entitled to one Representative, which 


every State is entitled to—even Kansas if she is | 
admitted—and as many more as the census shall 


show them to be entitled to. That is the very 


language of the enabling act. Its terms are re- 
peated here. 

There are many propositions of amendment 
before the Senate. hat the order of them is I 


do not know; but the first is the proposition of the 
Senator from Virginia to strike out all of the 
second section except the part which gives Min- 
nesota one Representative. In the first place, 
according to my view, that would not alter the 
effect of the section at all practically, because the 
second section only gives them more than one, 
provided, by the census under the present appor- 
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| tionment law, they are entitled to more 
| Sow, how roatll i. tat Arserding tothe = 
| returns of the census, the Territory contained co 
| hundred and thirty-two thousand inhabitants 
‘| Some more counties have since been returned, 
|| making in the whole something like one hundred 
| and thirty-seven thousand; and then computin 
| for those not returned by their votes, the number 
|| 1s brought up to about one hundred and forty-nine 
| thousand—nearly one hundred and fifty thousand 
_ byestimation. That being the number, the second 
| section only gives one Representative. It would 
| not give them more than one if there was a po 
_ ulation of one hundred and sixty thousand, o, 
even one hundred and seventy thousand. It would 
give it to them if the present apportionment would 
entitle them to it; otherwise, it would not. Now 
| I think any gentleman who will examine the sub. 
ject, will see that that isa thing which cannot, b 
1] eee be done. The apportionment law js 
| based on the assumption that two hundred and 
| thirty-three members shall compose the House 
|| of Representatives, and the direction was that the 
|| Secretary of the Interior, on the census comi 
'in, should take the whole Representative number 
| and divide it by two hundred and thirty-three, |p 
|| this way you get your common numerator. Then 
|| he was to take the population of each State, and 
| divide by that numerator, and see how man 
| Representatives it would give to each State, fh 
|| would in every State leave afraction. When you 
| had given to each State what it would be entitled 
|| to, according to that numerator, you would have 
|| some Representatives undisposed of. You might 
|| have ten; you might have J might have 
|| six; you might have three. Whatever number 
| you thus had left, in order to make up the two 
saat me and thirty-three, was, of course, to be 
| given to those States that had the largest fractions. 
|| There might never one be given to a State that 
|| had a fraction of seventy thousand. The whole 
|| numerator was ninety-three thousand four hun- 
‘| dred and twenty. Take each State’s population, 
and divide it by that, and perhaps you would have 
| three left, perhaps five, and you would give them 
| to the five States having the largest fractions; but 
you might never get down to seventy, sixty, or 
fifty thousand. 

Mr. PUGH. Does not that show that it is im- 
| possible to apply any principle derived from that 
census to the case of Minnesota? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I think the Senator will 
understand me by the time I am through. What 
I say is this, that if any gentleman will take the 
census from Minnesota and hand it to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and tell him to cipher it out 
_by the problem I have stated, no man on earth 
|| would ever give anything for the fraction. I think 
I have demonstrated that it would not be possible 
to ascertain what fraction could give them one 
member. Nothing, then, can entitle them to a 
member except the whole number of the ratio. 
They are entitled to one member at any rate. If 
they have sufficient population to entitle them to 
two members, according to the lastapportionment, 
they will get two by the second section; if they 
have enough to entitle them to three, they would 
get three; but a fraction never can give them any. 
Unless I am exceedingly muddy about it, I think 
that if any gentleman has listened to my exple- 
| nation, he will see that it is utterly impossible, 
taking this census, to give them more than one 
member. It cannot be done under the terms of 
the enabling act and the second section of this bill. 
I say, therefore, striking out the portion of the 
section now proposed to be stricken out, will make 
no practical difference whatever. They will have 
one, and no more than one, member, if the section 
_ be passed as it is, or if the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia be agreed to. 

Now, sir, my idea is that it would be better to 
keep the section in its present form, because the 
census is not yet fully completed, and I am will- 
ing to let them have two members, if that census, 
when completed, shall show them to have sufli- 
cient population for two members. There 1s, 
however, nothing of that kind really expected. | 
have another reason for preferring to retain the 
section in its present form, because there is a sort 
of implied faith in the enabling act. I vote for 
retaining these words in the section, not because 
I think they produce any practical effect, but be- 
cause, as I view it, the enabling act contained a 
plighted faith on our part, and this is a reénact- 
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ment of that assurance. If the census gives them 
more than one, let them have more, though I 
think it cannot give it by ee: I prefer to 
keep the section as it is; would not break faith 
either in words or in hope. I would keep my 
very words; and, therefore, this section was in- 
gered in the words of the enabling act. I would 
reserve it in those words, so that there could 
. no foundation for the complaint that we had 
changed our position in relation to it. k 
But other propositions have been made which 
are a great deal talked about—one by the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and one by the Sen- 
tor from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras.] Those propo- 
sitions, if l understand them, are, in some way 
or other, to strike out this section and allow three 
members according to the constitution of Min- 
nesota, or to insert a provision directly allowing 
three Representatives. ‘That comes to the very 
point: ought we to ° é 
tives? I can see no foundation for it at all. Ido 
not find fault with gentlemen who, having private 
information of their own, govern themselves by 
that information; but when they call on the Sen- 


ate to act upon it, it seems to me to be entirely a | 


different affair; we are left entirely to conjecture, 
mere conjecture, mere guess-work. Gentlemen 
say that the census returns are imperfect. What 
evidence is there of that? The letter of the mar- 
shal has been read, and it contains nothing but an 
excuse for the time that has been taken and the 
delay that has happened. He does not intimate 
that the returns, as far as they are made, are not 
right, that the census is not perfect enough, as 
far as it goes, for those counties where it was 
taken. 

Mr. POLK. Does he not say that no census 


was taken in a region of country covering thirty- | 


two thousand square miles? 

Mr.COLLAMER. Ashasalready beenshown, 
we have returns from all the counties but four. 
When the first returns were made, there were 
seven or nine counties not heard from. That was 
when the returns showed one hundred and thirty- 
two thousand. Since then, returns have come in 
from some other counties, so that there are only 
afew left. My answer to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, then, is, that if you take the vote of the 
counties not returned, I do not care how many 
thousand or million square miles they may cover, 


and estimate the people by the votes, you will see | 


that they only contain a few thousand to be added 
to the number returned, and do not make it come 
up to one hundred and fifty thousand then. Now, 


in Kansas, when a great complaint was made | 


about an imperfect census, we were told that it 
was authentic and fair, and we must abide by it, 
and we were made to abide by it; but when you 
come to the case of Minnesota why is a different 
rule insisted upon? Gentlemen think that instead 


of taking the census they can find some safer guide | 


of duty, some surer path to truth; and where does 
it lie? One says, take the number of votes re- 
turnedand multiply it by six. Nothing could be 
more certain than this. In the first place, gentle- 
men who know anything about the election in 
Minnesota, know perfectly well that each party 
charged the other with pais and manufac- 
turing great numbers of voters. In regard to one 
county, (Tod county,) where we have actual 
census returns, and no proof but that they have 
been fairly made, it is suggested that the gentle- 
man who was appointed to take the census of that 


county did not live there, but kept a store near it, | 


and the Senator from Missouri presumes that he 
took the people who came to his store. That is 
anentire presumption. To take the vote at the 
election in Minnesota returned in the manner it 
was, and with all the complaints that we know 
have been made aboutit, as a better guide of duty 
than the census for all the counties for which it is 
completed and returned, seems to me to bea very 
Strange and a very extraordinary proceeding. 
What ground have you for taking the number 
of votes, and multiplying it by six? Why you 
should not multiply it by twenty, instead of six, 
Ido not know. Why not multiply it by three, or 
four, or five? Certain it is that in any new coun- 
try the proportion of voters to the population is 


THE 


ive them three Representa- || 








|| always understood, is one to seven. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. I do not know but that 
will do for Ohio. 
| Mr. PUGH. It will do for Vermont. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. Ourelections do not show 
| it. In the State of New Hampshire the propor- 
tion was one to four and a half in the last election. 
| The idea of there being six people in Minnesota 
|| to every voter, strikes me as entirely unfounded. 
| The great difficulty is, that you assume as a basis 
/a vote very much questioned by both parties, 
| even supposing the proportion to be good; but 
that is based entirely upon conjecture. You take 
|| one conjecture and multiply it by another conjec 
| ture, and you think this is the way to produce a 
| great degree of certainty. It is almost equal to 
| the way in which a man once weighed hogs in a 
| new country. Being without steel ards, he put 
| alarge stone on one end of the slab, to balance 
| the hogs at the other, and then he guessed at the 
| weight of the stone. [Laughter.] That is the 
| way in which he got at certainty. So it is here. 
| We are to throw aside the census, and take a con- 
| jecture, and then multiply one conjecture by an- 
| other, and so get certainty. That hardly contains 
'| elements of certainty enough for a proposition in 
| algebra, where we deal with uncertain quantities. 
| This is putting too much uncertainty on a matter 
_of this kind. The census returns have been re- 
| ceived for nearly all the counties in the Territory; 
| and there is no proof here that those returns were 
| not fairly taken. Estimating the few counties 
| that remain on the most liberal basis, you cannot 
|| bring the population of Minnesota above one hun- 
| dred and fifty thousand. Coming, as I do, from 
| a State which, containing more than three hun- 
| dred and twenty thousand people, has only three 
|| Representatives in the other House, I cannot con- 
'| sent that you shall allow three Representatives to 
| another people having less than half that number, 
according to the returns. 

But, sir, the immediate question before us is 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia; and 
| upon that I have said all that I wish to say—that 
its practical effect will amount to nothing at all. 
| It will still leave the ultimate result the same as 
'| if we retain this section in conformity with the 
|| enabling act. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not exactl 
the Senator from Vermont or the Senator from 
| Virginia. Gentlemen all seem to think that it is 
fair to give this State precisely the same number 
'| of Representatives that the old States having an 
equal population have had under the existing ap- 
portionment. I think that if this section, as it is 
now in the bill, does not accomplish this object, 
_a slight amendment will enable it to do so. The 
|| amendment, I would suggest, would be that Min- 
'| nesota shall have the same number of members 
as were apportioned to the old States in the last 
|| apportionment bill according to numbers. 

r. COLLAMER. That is the section. 

|| Mr.SIMMONS. Then! knowthatifthey have 
|| one hundred and fifty thousand people they are 
|| entitled to two members; for with about that num- 
|| ber Rhode Island got two members under the last 


| 


agree with 


the ratio is calculated so as to give two hundred 
and thirty-three members in all, if there were no 
fractions; and when you come to apportion the 
members according to the fractions you begin with 
the State having the largest fraction, and you go 
down as long as there is any deficiency and sup- 


so that a fraction of thirty thousand would entitle 
a State to a member if that was the largest frac- 
| tion that was left before you absorbed the over- 
| plus members. What I want to do, and what 
think is fair, is to provide that this State shall 
| be entitled to as many members as any old State 
| with the least fraction for which a member was 
| — As to the idea of fixing three members ar- 


itrarily, [think you might as well say fourteen. 


'| giving them three members unless they are enti- 


tled to three. If they are entitled to three, I would 
|| allow them that number; but to assume that a 
'| State which according to its census, estimating the 
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| Mr. PUGH. The ordinary estimate, as I have | 


census. As I understand the apportionment law, | 


ply the number of members. You might go down | 


'| There is no reason, no justice, no propriety, in || 
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|| cient for that number, is wrong in principle, is 
|| unjust to the old States, and I think is a pretty 
|| hard infraction of the Constitution itself. I should 
| like to see the clause so amended that this State 
| shall be put on an equality with the most favored 
| States, and have two members, provided its frac- 
|| tion is as large as that of any of the old States 
| that has a member fora fraction. With that modi- 
|| fication I am certain she would get all she is en- 
titled to. 

| Mr. TRUMBULL, The disposition seems 
| very general to deal liberally with Minnesota. I 
a in that feeling, and am disposed to deal 
iberally with her; but there is a rightand a wrong 
to this question, and it seems to me that there is 
no difficulty in determining where the right lies, 
and where the wrong exists. This State is in an 
| anomalous conditionat best. She started out, as we 
are all aware, by holding two conventions to form 
/aconstitution. After getting over that difficulty, 
| she has for the last four months had a State Le- 
gislature in session, elected under this constitu- 
tion. They have been passing laws for the last 
four months, and those laws have been nerd 
by a territorial Governor—a very singular state 
|| o aes State and part Territory; the Le- 
| gislature a State Legislature, elected under a State 
constitution; and the Governor approving the 
| laws a territorial Governor appointed by the 
President of the United States. This is a very 
strange state of things. 

Mr. POLK. The gentlemen will allow me to 
| ask who is the territorial Governor that is ap- 
| proving laws? 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. Chase, I believe is 
|| his name, Secretary of the Territory and acting 
Governor in the absence of the Governor. I may 
not be correct in regard to the name, but that is 
my recollection. 

Mr. POLK. The actual Governor is not there. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. Medary is not there; 
but the law provides, in regard to all Territories 
that, in the absence of the Governor, the Secre- 
| tary shall perform his duties, and be Governor ex 
officio for the time being. That is the condition 
| of things there. I do not propose to interfere with 
that state of things. I do not know that there is 
| any great trouble growing out of it in Minnesota, 
though I apprehend that there may be future dif- 
culties arising from this anomalous condition of 
affairs. It certainly is an irregularity, and shows 
that the legislation of Congress, in regard to the 
Territories, has not been what it ought to be; and 
never, until Congress assumes its proper control 
| over the Territories of the United States, and treats 
|| them as Territories subject to the laws of Con- 
|| gress, will you have anything but disorder and 
|| confusion in the Territories of the United States. 
The idea that a Territory can be an independent 
government and possess sovereign power, and 
| that there is any such thing as territorial sover- 
eignty, independent of the action of Congress, is 
| utterly inconsistent with the government of Con- 
gress over the Territories, and will breed confu- 
sion so longas it isadhered to. I hope all future 
enabling acts will provide that the Territories 
| shall not assume to act as States until Congress 
has admitted them. Congress has authority to 
|| admit new States, but it has a discretion on the 
subject; and until a State is admitted itis nothing 
| but a Territory, and has no right to assume to act 
/asa State. All this legislation in Minnesota, under 
authority partly State and partly territorial, | ap- 
prehend would be held to be a nullity before any 
court in Christendom. 

But, sir, I did not rise to speak in regard to that 
matter. The question now is as to how many 
Representatives in Congress the State of Minne- 





\|| sota shall be entitled to. There ought to be no 


| difficulty about that. It is proposed here by some 
that she shall have three. hat is the rule by 
which you determine the representation in Con- 
gress from any State in this Union? You determ- 
| ine it according to population. That is the con- 
stitutional mode of doing it. You take a census 
|| every ten years for the purpose of determining 
|| it. Here is a new State coming into the Union 
|| between two decennial periods, and in order to 


|| determine her representation, a census is directed 





much larger than in an old one; and I know that || counties not heard from, can only show at most || to be taken of her population. 1 am in favor of 


in the older States with which I am acquainted | one hundred and fifty thousand people, shall have | 


we never can get out votes more than one to five. 


© never can get anything near that in the State 
to which I belong. 


i| three members and allow them three now, and 


| 
i 


then to go on next year or the year after and take 
the census to see if they cannot make out suffi- 


j 


basing her representation upon her census. It is 

'| the constitutional mode, to begin with; it is the 
1 legal mode; the mode provided by Congress. 

But we are told we should depart from that, and 
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rive to this State three Representatives. I woutd 
neic some of the Senators who have argued in fa- 
vor of allowing her three Representatives (and I 
will allude in a moment to the ground on which 
they assume to say that Minnesota is entitled to 
three) to recollect that the great State of Iowa, 
lying right by the side of Minnesota, according 
to a census taken, I think, in 1855, had some six 
tundred thousand people, and has probably eight 
hundred thousand people to-day. She polled more 
than ninety thousand votes at the presidential 
election in 1856. How many members has she 
in the House of Representatives? Two; and you 
propose here to give to the new State of Minne- 
sota, with one hundred and fifty thousand popu- 
lation at the outside, by the census, and with a 
vote of forty thousand at most, with less than 
half the votes that lowa gave in 1856, at the pres- 
idential election, three members, and leave lowa 
with but two. 

Sir, do the people of Minnesota ask any such 
things” LT appreher 1 that the sense of justice will 
be too strong in Minnevota itself to ask for such 
a thing. They mistoox their population when 
they set up the claim ror three Representatives, 
as is often the case inanewcountry. We know 
how desirous people emigrating to a new country 
are to build up towns and cities, and create the 
impression that the country is growing. Gene- 
rally, many persons go to better their fortunes; 
they are dealers in real estate, who deal in the 
buying and selling of town lots. ‘The tendency 
is to magnify the population in all new countries; 


but | apprehend that when the honest citizens of 


Minnesota come to see that they have but one 
hundred and fifty thousand population, or forty 
thousand voters if you please, they will not ask 
to have three Representatives, when the great 
State of lowa, with more than double their voting 
population, and four or five times their actual pop- 
ulation, has but two. Is that just te lowa? Is it 
just to any of the States of the Union to give three 
Ri presentatives to such a population as this? 
But, sir, this mode of computing the popula- 
tion upon the votes is utterly fallacious; and I was 
astonished that the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Poix,] with the knowledge which I presume he 
has, and all of us have, who have read the news- 
papers, and who are at all acquainted with the 
condition of things in Minnesota, should have 
made a calculation based upon the votes given at 
the election there, when it is notorious through- 
out this land that the grossest frauds and manu- 
facturing of votes are charged to have been made 
in this ‘Territory of Minnesota. Why, sir, sub- 
sequently to the election, agents were sent out 
from St. Paul, who traversed the remote parts of 
the Territory, where hundreds of votes were re- 
turned, and they reported that there was not a 
tenth part of the population, men, women, and 
children, in those counties, as there had been votes 
returned. These facts were published in the 
= of St. Paul; Ido not vouch for their truth; 
mut Lam replying to the assumption that there are 
forty thousand legal voters there. Thatisdenied, 
there has been a contestas to who has been elected 
Governor of the new State. Now, sir, we have 
but one certain and safe rule, and that is to go by 
the census. That is the legal, that is the consti- 
tutional mode of determining how many Repre- 
sentatives the people of Minnesota are entitled to. 
As Lam on my feet, I wish to call attention to 
the constitution of Minnesota. I do not know 
that itis a question that we can inquire into; prob- 
ably the Committee on Territories have had their 
attention turned to it; but I have received this 
morning a letter from a member of the Senate of 
the present Legislature of Minnesota now in ses- 
sion, wich was in session when this letter was 
written—for | believe it was then about to ad- 
journ—stating to me (and I have not had time 
carefully to examine the constitution to see how 


the fact is) that this constitution provides no lim- | 


itation for the term of service of members of its | 
House of Representatives; that they are elected || 
without determining how long they shall hold. 


He saye that the term of office of the Senators is 
fixed at two years, I think, but that the membérs 
of the House are elected indefinitely, or for life, 
as he expresses it, and that some of them pretend 
to claim that they are Representatives for an in- 
definite period; as long as they think proper to 
hold, I do not know that Congress would be au- 


thorized to reject the constitution for that reason ;{] 


| Territory of 
| New England, and reside now in Kansas, are de- || 
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but it certainly would be a very objectionable 
feature. 
Mr. PUGH. 
interrupt him ? 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 
Mr. PUGH. If the Senator had done me the 
honor to listen to me, I stated that fact to the Sen- 


Will the Senator permit me to 


ate in the speech which I made on the admission )) 


of Kansas. I said that, under the present consti- 
tution of Minnesota, the House of Representa- 
tives had been chosen for life, and had been chosen 
before the constitution went into effect; and that 
the constitution itself was ratified by the people 
by a vote exactly like the vote taken in Kansas 
on the 2Ist of December. 


oughly as I did. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [am not disposed to dis- | 


cuss over again the Kansas question. I did not 
listen to the Senator from Ohio, and was not aware 
that he had stated this fact. 
is the fact. He, I presume, has examined the 
constitution with regard to it. I said it was so 


stated to me by a correspondent; but not having || 
had time carefully to examine the constitution, I | 


did not know how it really was. 

Mr. PUGH. Itis evidently an omission in the 
constitution. There is no limitation of the terms 
of the Representatives, and there would be none 
of the Senators, except for the fact that there is a 
general provision that whenever a census is taken, 
either by the United States or by the State, the 
seats of all the Senators shall be vacated. If it 
were not for that, the Senators would be chosen 
for life also. 

Mr. SIMMONS. How are you going to rem- 
edy it? 

Mr. PUGH. Letthem amend theirconstitution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ apprehend, if the con- 
stitution were of such a character that it was not 
republican, (1 am not prepared to say exactly 
what a republican constitution is,) we could not 
with propriety admit Minnesota into the Union 
at all, under this constitution. I will not under- 
take to say, however, that that omission, as it 
undoubtedly must have been, in the constitution, 
to provide for the term of service of the members 


of the House of Representatives, makes it anti- | 
It doubtless should be remedied in | 
Public sentiment will correct it, I | 


republican. 
some way. 
presume, and the Legislature doubtless will pass 
a law to meet the case. Lam not aware that they 


have done so, though, during their four months’ | 


session. I apprehend not, from the letter which 
I this morning received from that country. 

Having said this much, I think it is very clear 
that, while we should be disposed to do justice 
to Minnesota, and make a liberal allowance to 
her, we should not do injustice to other States 
lying alongside of her, by giving her twice the 
Federal representation in the councils of the 
nation which is given to States twice as populous 
as she is. 

Mr. WILSON. I thought, Mr. President, from 
the remarks which fell this morning from the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, [Mr. Frrcu,] that some of us 
were to be held as having adopted an illiberal 
policy toward this new State. Now, sir, I wish 
to say that I am willing to deal liberally with the 
State of Minnesota, and to give her the full ad- 
vantage of all the population she has got. The 
Senator from Indiana tells us that she is peopled 
to a great extent by emigrants from my section 
of the country, and that they compose the best 
portion of her population. Well, Mr. President, 
all I have to say to that is simply this: that our 
population is all good, all law-abiding; and those 
who have gone to Minnesota from New England, 
Ihave no Rooke. inherit all the virtues of the pop- 


ulation they have left, and that they have carried | 


to Minnesota that feeling which pervades the sec- 
tion of country where they were reared—of obe- 
dience to law, and of devotion to liberty protected 
by law. 

But, sir, the Senator could not let this question 
pass without giving a fling at those from our sec- 
tion of country who have found homes in the new 
ansas. Before those who have left 


nounced as violators of the law, it might be well 
to prove to the Senate and the country that a 


single man who ever went to that Territory from | 


New England, has violated the laws of that Ter- 
ritory, or the laws of the country, or ever been 


I think he has hardly | 
studied the constitution of Minnesota as thor- || 


It seems that such | 
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rosecuted or punished for an thing of that king 
Ve have heard a great deal about Jim Lane frop, 
the other side of the Chamber; but I believe S 
comes from the Senator’s State of Indiana: a ‘4 
the President of the United States calls him a t 
multuous sort of character, a rebellious may). ‘ed 
these charges are fixed on no New England Fo 
in that Territory individually. - 
Mr. FITCH. With the Senator’s permission 
I will remark that Jim Lane, like many gentle. 
men from New England, left his country for aa 
country’s good. [Laughter.] ; 
Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Indiana I 
think, is sometimes in error, and he is in great 
error in this case. There are less inhabitants jn 
Kansas from New England than is generally yp. 
derstood, and they are almost all of them young 
educated men from New England—a better clas, 
| of population than has generally gone from New 
England toany western State ;and [ think the wes:. 
ern Senators will all bear evidence that the genera) 
character of the population from our section of 
the country who have gone into their States has 
been tolerably respectable. 
Mr. PUGH. There are some very good ones 
in Ohio, and some bad ones. 
Mr. WILSON. There is no doubt of it. Now 
I wish to say, in regard to this matter of Minne- 
sota, that I do not agree with anybody, on either 
side of the Chamber, that we should adopt an 
little technical rules to govern our action. We 
have complained of technicalities from your side 
of the Chamber. We had better keep clear of 
them ourselves on this. When we passed the 
Minnesota enabling act, we provided for taking 
a census of the new State. We undertook to do 
it. The evidence is not officially before us, but jt 
is sufficient to show clearly that we have failed to 
do it. We have evidence that we can rely upon, 
from the intelligent mea of the country, that we, 
the Government of the United States, which un- 
dertook to take the census in the Territory of 
Minnesota, have failed to complete a perfect cen- 
sus. The responsibility is ours, and it does not 
aitach to the people of that Territory, and they 
should not have the disadvantage of it. 
3ut I see no evidence on earth that they are 
entitled to three members. I believe they have 
population enough to entitle them to two mem- 
bers. I have not a doubt of it in my own judg- 
ment, knowing what I do of that Territory. But, 
sir, in order to reach that matter properly, | think 
| we should adopt what is fair and just towards 
Minnesota, and towards all the States of the 
Union, and that is to admit Minnesota into the 
Union with one member, the constitutional num- 
ber that all the States are entitled to, and then put 
a provision in this bill that the Secretary of the 
Interior shall now forthwith take the census of 
this Territory, and that the people of Minnesota 
shall have the full benefit of their whole popula- 
tion just as soon as that census can be taken. It 
_can be taken in a few months, and they can elect 
one, two, or three additional members and send 
them into the present Congress, and I am in fa- 
vor of giving it tothem. I do not want to stand 
on any little technicalities or any little forms in 
regard to this matter. We have repudiated all of 
them, as we ought to do, in regard to Kansas: 
/and we should do so in regard to Minnesota, as 
'we should do in regard to any new Territory 
that comes here and asks admission into the 
| Union. When we can reach the matter, I pro- 
pose to offer an amendment to carry out this idea, 
providing that she shall come in with one Repre- 
sentative now; that the census shall be taken as 
provided for in the act of February 26, 1857; and 
that she shall have the full and entire benefit of 
her whole population, as she ought to have in es- 
| timating the number of her Representatives. 
Mr. POLK. I desire to add a few words to 
what was said by the Senator from Ohio on this 
subject, which may be an answer to what has 
been said by some other Senators this morning. 
I think, first, it is conceded that the census that 
has been attempted to be taken is imperfect on 1's 
very face; for it shows that there are counties In 
this Territory in which there has been no attemp' 
to take a census. Now, I say that if you begin 
| to apply the hard, strict law to the case, the very 
|| first step you take shows that you are doing 1) 
| justice to this new State. I ask Senators if t! Is 
{ fair and equal to this new State to confine her in 
' her representation to the population that is show! 
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bya census, when, on the face ef the paper itself, 
itappears that there are counties in which a census 
has never been taken at all. 

[ call the attention of the Senate to a further 
fact. Itseems to me that the letter which has been 
read from the officer who took the census is per- 


feetly satisfactory to every candid mind that in 








the counties In which a census is pretended to 
have been taken, it was taken undersuch circum- 


stances that no man can rely on it as showing the | 


true population of Minnesota. Why, sir, he tells 
ys that in a district of coyntry covering thirty- 
two thousand four hundred square miles, (and in 
that space several of the small States might be set 
Jown,) no census has been taken at all. Here is 
a State that comes asking for admission into the 


her population, and 
have in the lower 


very officer under whose control that census was 
taken tells you that upwards of thirty-two thou- 
sand square miles of the territory covered by that 
proposed State has never had a census taker’s 
track upon the soil! 

In addition to that, the same officer tells you 
that in many instances there was no attempt to 
take acensus, because there was no adequate com- 
ensation provided for the officers; that in some 
instances the papers were burntup. Now,I say, 
if you look to that census, it seems to me no fair 
minded man can for a moment entertain the be- 
lief that justice can be done to this new State in 
its representation, if you make that the basis on 
which you are to estimate the amount of political 
power she shall have. Does not justice require 
that you should look further? Is not the popu- 
lation in that Territory entitled to representation ? 
Especially are not the men who are able to vote 
there, entitled to representation? 
on the floor before, I referred to the case of one 
county as an illustration of the manner in which 
this census was taken. The Senator from Ver- 
mont answers it by saying it is but conjecture to 
suppose that the individual whovlived in another 


county took only such names as were brought to | 
I suppose that the very fact | 
that the census taker did not live in the county is | 


him in his store. 


the strongest prima facie evidence that that cen- 
sus taker did not do his duty in taking the popu- 


lation of the county. Why take aman who does | 


not live in the county, and especially when we 
know the fact that the compensation was such as 


not to justify the man in doing the work, the pay | 


being per capita ? 
Now, Mr. President, is it not a little hard to 
say to this new State, seeking admission into the 


Union, that we will hold you down to a census, | 


which census is imperfect in the particulars to 
which I have called the attention of the Senate, 
and for the reason that the officers were not ade- 
quately paid! They 


peers . 
| gislature upon the same basis, as I am told, and | 
| 


When I was | 


were not adequately paid | 








because Congress did not make a proper appro- | 


priation in that respect. We made a 
which does not enable them to have a fair census; 
and yet we say they shall be bound to the strict- 
ness and severity of that law, in fixing her repre- 
sentation in the lower House. 

One Senator says shall we give Minnesota a 
representation that she does not ask? I answer 
no; I say that Minnesota asks for this represent- 
ation in the most solemn manner in which that 
claim can be presented to the Congress of the 
United States. .In her constitution she asks for 
three members in the lower House. 


posed to organize that government with that rep- 
resentation. I say, therefore, that the claim of 
Minnesota is not to be resisted by saying that she 
does not ask for three Representatives, especially 
when we have before us her constitution with the 
demand solemnly preferred for that number. 


provision | 


The very | 
instrument that organized her government pro- 


But it is said that Minnesota is under a mis- | 


ev 
th 


ple from every part of the Territory. There were 


men there from the thirty-two thousand square 
miles in which no census was taken. Those men 
knew what was the condition of the population 
in those counties. Minnesota not only in her con- 
Sutution asks for three Representatives, but she 

xes her Own representation in her own local Le- 


take. On what is that founded? Have we any | 

idence that Minnesota is under a mistake ? Sir, | 
‘lS representation is claimed for her by aconven- | 
ton which consisted of representatives of the peo- | 
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as has been said here by a Senator on this floor, 
who has a personal knowledge of the facts per- 
taining to the formation of the State government 


of Minnesota. On the very same basis does she 


ask for representation to the amount of three | 


members in the lower House of Congress, thatshe | is a census, a pretended census, in the taking of 


fixes her own representation upon. 

Then it is said that there were frauds in the 
elections of Minnesota. Well, sir, frauds may 
have been charged; but is there any evidence here 


| that there has been anything fraudulent in the 
proceedings in Minnesota? Atall events, is there | 
anything upon which such a suggestion as that | 


can be based that is sufficient to override the glar- 


! | ing imperfections in taking the census in that pro- | 
Union, and claims a representation according to || 


ou say the number she shall | 
ouse shall be determined by | 
the population shown by the census, when the | 


posed new State? I pass that by. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mis- 
souri would allow me, I should like to inquire of 
him here whether he thinks it would be fair to 
give Minnesotaa larger representation than lowa, 
which has more than double its population, ac- 
cording to any estimate of votes or anything 
else ? 

Mr. POLK. I was about to say a word on that 
subject. 


other House as Minnesota will get if we admit 


Minnesota should not have her three members if 
she has the population, as I contend she has, that 
justly entitles her to three members. 

I instanced the other day the case of my own 
State of Missouri. We have but seven Reeae 


sentatives in the other House of Congress. If | 


there were a census taken to-day in Missouri, 
properly, correctly, taken, I believe Missouri 
would be entitled to two additional Representa- 
tives—certainly to one. I believe that if we admit 
Minnesota with three Representatives, she may 
have comparatively more — power than my 
own State or the State of lowa; but will she have 
anything like as much as many of those States 
from which most of her population has emigrated? 
There is the point where the inequality arises; 
this population in Minnesota is not her natural 


increase since the last census; nor is it entirely a | 


population that is made up by foreign immigration 
from abroad. It is mainly a population that has 


| ° r . 7 
gone into that new Territory from the other States, 


and these other States have already a representa- 
tion in the other branch of Congress based on 
that very population. ‘That population has ceased 
to be on the soil of the old States, and has gone 
into this new State of Minnesota. Now that they 
are citizens of Minnesota with new homes, with 
new interests, with new political rights, with new 
associations, with new prospects, and new hopes, 


new in all respects in their locality, shall they be || 


unrepresented in Minnesota, and Massachusetts, 
Vermont, New Hampshire, andall the other States 
from which they have gone, have a representation 
based on them after they have left the territory of 
those States ? 

Mr. WILSON. 


what mistaken in his calculations. In the first 


place, the emigration that goes to the western | 


country from our section of the Union is our sur- 
plus of population. 


from 1850 to 1855, held her full ratio of increase, 


and a ratio of increase above the average of the || 


United States. She added one hundred and fifty 
thousand to her population in those five years. 
Mr. POLK. 
putting Massachusetts in that category. 
not looked at the census, nor am I familiar with 
the facts there; but I know thatitis true in regard 
to many of the States. 


trating a principle, which principle, | undertake 
to say, we must all be convinced, is beyond all 
question. One thing is certain, that there are very 


many persons in Minnesota, and I undertake to | 


assert three fourths of the population of that State, 
who have emigrated from other States, when they 
had theretofore already been enumerated as con- 
stituting the basis of representation in the States 
from which they went. There is the point of the 
inequality and injustice. Minnesota may get the 
representation that in justice she is entitled to, 
but other States have a political power in one 
branch of this Government for a population that 
is actually in Minnesota. Minnesota does not get 


| 


I answer that by saying, that because | 
lowa may not have as much representation in the | 


I think the Senator is some- || 


We have a large immigra- || 
tion into our part of the country. My own State, | 


t may be that | was wrong in | 
I have | 


I made this reference to | 
| individual States merely for the purpose of illus- 


1407 


it, but other States do get it. Now, I say, give 
it to the people who reside there, and let them 
have the political power that a State with from two 
handred and fifty to three hundred thousand pop- 
ulation is entitled to have. 


I ask Senators only to look at the fact that here 


which not a single individual, not a man, woman, 
or child, was enumerated in a space of country 
| upwards of thirty-two thousand square miles in 
| extent, and you say that the State shall be bound 
| down io such a census as that. I undertake to 
say that Minnesota, if she is to come here with 
one Representative, comes in with injustice done 
| her n the very act of admission; and that, too, 
when we know that her population, as the Senator 
from Ohio well said, and as the Senator from In- 
diana also repeated, is increasing constantly ina 
ratio, perhaps, that is unparalleled in any new 
State in the Union. 
I will merely add, Mr. President, in regard to 
| Iowa and my own State—and there are other 
| States probably in the same category that we are, 


'| in the misfortune of not being able to do justice 


| to lowa and Missouri, because we have towwait 
for the expiration of the decade before a new 
census can be taken—it is unfortunate that lowa 


Q '| has less of political power than she ought to have; 
her with three members, that is no reason why 


| itis unfortunate that Missouri has less uf politi- 


| cal power than she ought to have in comparison 
|| to other States; but I sa 
|| Minnesotashould be putin the same category with 


that is no reason why 


|| those two States, and be compelled to lie under 


the same injustice of insufficient representation, 
until a new census can be taken. 
| Now, Mr. President, I am not in favor of the 
| suggestion, as the best suggestion, offered by the 
| Senator from Massachusetts, though that is better 


|| than the section as it will stand if it should be 


| amended in the way now proposed. I am in favor 
| of the suggestion made by the Senator from Geor- 


|| gia, and | shall move the amendment which he 


| suggested after the vote on this amendment shall 
be taken, if it shall be voted down; that is, to give 
Minnesota her three Representatives now, making 
provision, at the same time, for taking the new 
census, and giving to the officers sufficient pay to 
|| justify them in doing the work; and then, if it 
shall turn out that her population does not entitle 
|| her to three, give her two, or any less number 
that her population may show to be her due. 
But, sir, | have no kind of doubt in my own mind 
\| that, if the amendment to which I call attention 
shall pass, Minnesota will never be represented 
in the other branch of this Government by less 
than three Representatives; on the contrary, I be- 
| lieve she will retain her three, and by the time the 
\| general census is taken at the commencement of 

the next decade, she will be entitled to four, and 
'| perhaps more than that. Ido not wish to detain 
|| the Senate, and | am willing that the vote should 
| be taken, as far as | am concerned. 

Mr. JONES. As lowa has been referred to in 
this debate, and allusion has been made to her 
representation in Congress, I desire to say that 
‘| my colleague, at an early day of the session, in- 
troduced a resolution which has been referred to 
|| the Committee on the Judiciary, instructing that 
|| committee to reporta bill to give to the new States 
which have increased in population since the last 
census the representation to which they would be 
entitled in Congress according to that increase. 
The reason of my colleague for offering the reso- 
lution was, that he was apprised of the fact that 
great injustice was done to our State and other 
new States which have not gt the representation 
|| tc whieh they are entitled. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I beli-ve, has never made any report on 
the subject. We, in lowa, know that we have not 
justice under the existing law, and we cannot have 
it until the law be changed. We have a popula- 
tion of between six hundred thousand and seven 
hundred thousand, and yet we have only two Rep- 
resentatives in the other House. Though we know 
| that justice is withheld from us, we are not will- 
| ing, at least I, as one of the Senators from Iowa, 
| am not willing, to see Minnesota deprived of what 

she is entitled to. 
| Mr. POLK. I should like toknow of the Sen- 
| ator from lowa what was the population of his 
'| State when it was admitted into the Union? 

i Mr. JONES. [I do not recollect. 
Mr. HARLAN: It was one hundred and nine- 
ty-two thousand. 
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Mr. POLK. Did she get two Representatives 
on that basis? : 

Mr. HARLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POLK. It strikes me that that is the 
strongest argument which can be made in favor 
of Minnesota. Lowa was admitted with two Rep- 
resentatives, when she had a lation of one 
hundred and nine-two thousand, and now her 
population would entitle her to four or five Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. JONES. Six. 

Mr. PUGH. The population of Iowa, at the 
time of her admission, was one hundred and 
ninety-two thousand two hundred and fourteen. 

Mr. BROWN. What was the ratio of rep- 
resentation then ? 

Mr. PUGH. She had enough for two mem- 
bers, and a small fraction. 

Mr. POLK. Iowa only got two members then, 
and she would be entitled now, according to a fair 
census, to five or six. 

Mr. JONES. Western members of Congress 
know the great difficulties which we encounter in 
those newly-settled countries, in obtaining a full 





census of the people. It is out of the question to | 


get it. I know that, at the last census taken in 
lowa, some counties were entirely left out, and 
that is considered an old State in comparison with 


Minnesota. | am certain that a great deal of the | 


population of Minnesota could not have been 
taken, even if the marshals had done their ut- 
most. The difficulty of taking the population in 
that country is much greater than it is even in - 
own State. The country is much more difficult 
to get through. They have no railroads, and very 
few stage routes; and it is a difficult country to 
travel in. I believe it is better to do a little too 
much for a new country like Minnesota, than to 
do too little for her. The interests of new States, 
such as Minnesota will be, and Iowa is, cannot 
be peace attended to in Congress by their lim- 
ited number of Representatives. It is utterly im- 
possible for the Representatives of those States 
to do all the business which is confided to them. 
The people of those States have an immense quan- 
tity of business to be attended to in the various 
Departments of the Government, as well as in Con- 
gress. Sir, it is an old maxim that it is better 
ninety-nine guilty men should go unpunished 
than one innocent man suffer. I think it is bet- 
ter to do a great deal too much for a new State 
just coming into the Union, that hasa great many 
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tors estimate a population of — hundred thou- 
sand; and they have four members of Congress; 


and she has two Representatives; being three 
hundred and fifty thousand to each member from 
that State. California has probably a population 
of seven hundred chou with two members; 


being three hundred and fifty thousand to each. | 


Even in the State of Ohio, I notice that the Gov- 


hundred thousand; and she having twenty-one 
members in Congress, they have a constituenc 
_of one hundred and fourteen thousand to eac 
member. In the State of Indiana, the senior Sen- 
ator informs me they had, in 1855, a population 
of one million three hundred thousand, and he 


|| thinks it may be very safely stated now at one 
| million four hundred thousand; and, having eleven 
| Representatives, this basis gives to each a constit- 
‘| uency of one hundred and twenty-seven thousand 


| two hundred and seventy-two. In the State of 
Illinois the population is one million five hundred 
thousand, with nine members; being a population 
of one hundred and sixty-six thousand six hun- 
dred and sixty-six to each member. 

This gives an average a each Rep- 
resentative from that part of the Union of one 
_ hundred and sixty-five thousand and seventy -nine 
| for each of the sixty -three Representatives in Con- 

gress from those States. I suppose from this esti- 
| mate, that Minnesota aul not be entitled to 





|| more than one member, nor do I believe that her 


difficulties to encounter, than to do too little. I | 


do not believe my constituents will blame me for 
doing so; but if they do, they will have to help 
themselves; they cannot get over it. I hope the 
greatest amount of representation proposed will 
be given to Minnesota. 

Mr. HARLAN. I am willing to vote for as 
large a representation for the proposed State of 


Minnesota as she is entitled to by any fair esti- | 


mate of her present population, and no more. I 
am willing to vote her a Representative even for 


a fraction of the ratio, if, by some general under- 


standing among Senators here, the other new 
States may have their representation increased in 
a like proportion. I find, by a hast 


estimate || 


icked up here in the Senate Chamber from mem- | 
rs of the Senate from various States west of | 


the Mississippi river and northwest of the Ohio 
river, certain facts which I will present to the 
Senate. In the State of Missouri, according to 
an estimate made by the Governor of that State 
in his recent message, there are nearly a million 


of people with a representation in the other House |, 


of seven members, giving each Representative a | 


constituency of one 
sand eight hundred and fifty-seven. In the State 
of Lowa, we doubtless now have a population of 
seven hundred thousand, with two Representa- 


tives, giving to each member from that State a || 


i} 
i} 


undred and forty-two thou- || 


} 


——_ will increase in a more rapid ratio than 
| Missouri or Iowa or Illinois or 
| there can be some general understanding that the 


| representation in Congress shall be increased from 


| all these new States, according to the ratio of 1850, 
| then I am willing to commence the correction now, 
| by giving Minnesota something more than she 


| would otherwise be entitled to according to this | 
estimate. There are now west of the Mississippi | 


_ river and northwest of the Ohio river, accordin 
| to these rough estimates, ten million four hundre 
' thousand people, with but sixty-three Representa- 
| tives in Congress. According to the ratio of 1850, 


| they would be entitled to one hundred and eleven | 


members, which would give them an additional 
representation from the new States of forty-eight. 
_If we can all share in this increase according to 
| our present population, | am willing to commence 
making the correction with Minnesota; otherwise 


Lam not. Lindorse every word that my colleague || 
has said in relation to the feeling of the people of | elected to that 


Iowa on this subject. We feel that our interests 
are greatly prejudiced by the smallness of our 
representation. It is impossible to district the 
| State of lowa in such a way as to give the people 
of that State a fair representation in Congress. I 
think it can be done much more readily in Min- 


nesota than in lowa, for her people are all of | 
them, or nearly all of them, on what may be | 


styled the Mississippi slope of that Territory; in 


_ lowa they are extended over a much larger area | 


of country, with diversified interests. 

I close 4 stating, as I said in the outset, that 
if there can be some general understanding by 
which there shall be an increase of representation 
to the new States, according to their present 
ulation, upon the ratio of representation fixed by 
| Congress in 1850, I am willing to be liberal in 
| awarding a representation to Minnesota. But it 
is clear, I think, that one Representative would 
be her full proportion, according to the present 
| basis of representation in Congress from the west- 
ern and northwestern States. Hence, if restricted 
| to the strict letter of the apportionment law, she 
| will secure more than would be awarded by strict 


| justice, 
Mr. POLK. It has already been said that when 


constituency of three hundred and fifty thousand. || lowa was admitted, she had a population of one 


In the State of Wisconsin, I have been told by 
one of her Senators, the population is estimated 
at seven hundred thousand. She has a represent- 
ation of three members, giving to each Represent- 
ative a constituency of two hundred and thirty- 
three thousand three hundred and thirty-three. 
In the State of Arkansas, I have been informed 
by a Senator from that State, they believe them- 
selves to have a population of five hundred thou- 
sand, and they have two Representatives, giving 
to each a constituency of two hundred oa fifty 
thousand. In the State of Michigan, the Sena- 


| 


| hundred and ninety-two thousand. I am told that 
her vote at that time was eighteen thousand, which 
would be something like one voter toevery eleven 
of the population. If you apply that pee 
to Minnesota, where the voters are forty thou- 
sand, it would give you a population of four hun- 
dred and forty thousand. I wish merely to add, 
that when lowa was admitted, she was admitted 


on a representation that was fully paoeepenes 


to the amount of population that she then had. 
_lowa now has not a full representation, because 
| she has been growing; but when Minnesota comes 





to ask admission into the Union, shall 
| have the same justice meted to her that 
giving two hundred thousand people to each Rep- || to Iowa, and to Missouri, and to Ark 
resentative. The State of Texas is supposed to | to Texas, when they came into the Union? 
have a population of seven hundred thousand, | is - a it seems to me, in which the 
|, ought to 
| from Lowa [Mr. Haran] seems dispose 
| at it. When Iowa eee 4G ook 


isconsin. If | 


p- | 
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she ‘Ret 
WAS meted 
ansas, and 
Boban 
ook at it, notin the way the Seta 


she h 
standard of justice applied to her. When Mie 


sota comes to be admitted, let us in justice and 


| fairness apply the same standard to her. The mis 
_ ernor states the population to be two million four | ; 


fortune is, that Misseuri, and Iowa, and T 
and other States, stand in a position in which 0 
cannot do justice to them; but because you 
| not do justice to them now, I think that oush, 
to be no reason why injustice should be done tg 
Minnesota. On the contrary, it seems to me that 
we ought to deal by Minnesota just exactly as 
, all these States were dealt by at the time when 

1 they were admitted into the Union. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. The honorable Senato; 
from Mississippi, whom I do not now see in his 
| seat, [Mr. Brown,] on Thursday last raised ay 
| objection to the constitution of Minnesota because 
_it provided that persons of foreign birth, who had 
| not yet become naturalized citizens of the United 
_ States, should be entitled to vote in thatnew State, 
| I deny, in the first place, Mr. President, the right 
of this body to look into the constitution of , 
| State to examine its provisions on that subject, 
I answer this objection for another reason, that 
the constitution of the State which I, in part, rep. 
| resent, contains a similar provision, and I there. 
fore could not suffer the objection to pass wn. 
noticed. It is a matter not within the province of 
Congress. It belongs to each State to determine 
who shall be its voters. 
| The bill before the Senate copies in the second 
| section the very ae of the enabling act. | 
think it is safe to follow it, and for one, I am dis. 
| posed to sustain the bill as reported by the com. 
mittee. I have no objection, however, to the 
_ amendment which has been suggested by the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts. I think, in- 
| deed, it is but just that that amendment should be 
| adopted. It seems to be conceded upon all hands 
that the census, which was taken in Minnesota,was 
altogether imperfect. The enabling act provided 
| that she should have as many Representatives as 
| her population should entitle her to on the present 
ratio of representation. If we should leave the 
| matter to stand upon that act as it is, the ques- 
| tion will be settled by the House of Representa- 
tives; the three persons who, it is said, have been 
ouse from Minnesota, will apply 
|| for admission, and the House will pass upon the 
fact whether the population of Minnesota entitles 
_her to three Representatives in the present Con- 
| gress. If, however, as is contended, this census 
|| be incorrect, the armendment which has been of- 
| fered by the honorable Senator from Miassichu- 
setts provides for its correction by requiring the 
Secretary of the Interior immediately to cause the 
census of Minnesota to be taken; and then when 
it shall appear what the true census of that State 
| is, a shall be entitled to their representation 
| upon the present ratio; that is to say, one memi- 
ber for every ninety -three thousand four hundred 
and twenty inhabitants. I shall, therefore, favor 
the addition of this amendment at the end of the 
second section. I am opposed to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia, to strike 
out the latter portion of the section. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays 0” 
| Mr. Mason’s amendment, resulted—yeas 8, nays 
41; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Biggs, Broderick, Clay, Fitzpatrick, 
| Henderson, Houston, Hunter, and Yulee—8. . 
| _NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Bigler, Bright, 
Brown, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittende?, 
| Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Evans, Fessende?, 
|| Fitch, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Hammoné, 
_ Harlan, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, King, Mal- 
_lory, Pearce, Polk, Pugh, Sebastian, Simmons, lidel!, 
Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—4l. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WILSON. As] believe it is now in order, 
I offer the amendment which I send to the Chair. 
Mr. POLK. Lask the Chair whether the amen¢- 
ment offered by the Senator from Georgia on last 
| Thursday has not priority? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brees 
| the chair.) It was not in order at that time 
offer it. The question now recurs on the motion 
. of the Senator from IMinois to strike out the who!’ 
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